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In the Philippines there are 2,000,000 children of school age. Only
00,000 are now at school. If we wish to train them in a common

language as a means to self-government, it should be donc at once.
Delay will only add to the cost., The school system is established.
The $2,000,000 per annum which the Filipino Government, out of its
scanty revenue, applies to this purpose, is insuficient. It will require
much more, purticularl{ if the needed agricultural and manual tralntng
schools are started.. If we are bent upon real philanthropy we shoul
ltilll;ugtioprlate the additional amount necessary and let the books show

» 1oss,

Improved methods of agriculture should be accomplished not by
direct appropriation but by the organization of an agricultural bank,
such as has proved so advantageous to the Egyptian peasants. This
Government should furnish the capital. Private enterprise can not be
relied upon for this kind of banking. The only banks in the Orient are
commercial corporations, mainly engaged in exchan?'e, not in loani
money. They make large profits out of the inequalities in the value o
money in the various countries, and have nothing to loan upon farm-
inli securities, It is the farmer, in the Philippines, who must receive
n Direct and artificlal ald will slmpl{ demoralize him or encourage

off the soil as long as it lasts. Loans by an
agricoltural bank, secured by the land he must improve and by the
modern machinery required for its best development, would tend to
Eeromute both independence and self-respect. A Government bank could

80 conducted as to effect the agﬂcuﬁ?t:lral regeneration of the Phil-
ippine Islands, if the islands are worth anything at all—if they are
worth regenerating. If they are not worth anything, the soomer we
find it out the better—and we shall find it out guicker and at less cost
mlfrms b “1‘3" i oéheri he fleld of action of ltural

we should properly develop the fleld of action of an agricultura
bank, taxable property would be created in the Philippines tﬂt would
relieve us of the expense of education, and enabling the islands to as-
sume the burden without knowing it.

A SBEPARATE AUTONOMY.

Thus the desired end would be accomplished, with the maintenance
in the Philippines of an absolutely separate antonomy, at a cost
which is nothing compared with the three to five hundred millions
which we shall actually dpny. if the subsidy system is followed for the
same length of time, and with the infinitely better result that, instead
of being tangled in tariff and navigation complications impossible to
sever without causing untold dlstress, the I.sgxmd.s will be self-sus-
taining, self-sugi)orﬂnf, self-governing, only connected to this country
bg the appointed Philippine Commission, acting as the higher house—
the Governor General as chief executive.

. By this means we shall have established, in 20 years, a complete,
autonomized government in the Phillppine Islands; a government ab-
solutely uncomplicated with our own; with its own fiseal system, its
own revenue system and all the attributes—judicial, 1 lative, and
executive—that are essentlal to national life. Then, when the time
comes to cut the knot, it will be a safe and matter, after reserv-
lnfl a naval and coaling station, to permit the Filipino to cast off and
gail away into the ocean of independence,

WasHINGTON, D, C.

foreigners to erowd

EXECUTIVE SESSION.

Mr. STONE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid-
eration of executive business.

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock
and 50 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow,
Friday, January 28, 1916, at 12 o’clock meridian.

} CONFIRMATIONS.
Erecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 27, 1016.
SECRETARY OF EMBASSY.
CLASS &.
Oliver B. Harriman to be secretary of embassy or legation
of class b.
POSTMASTERS,
CALIFORNIA.
Mary G. Mails, San Quentin.
COLORADO,
James A. Rutledge, Woodmen.
CONNECTICUT,
Daniel F. Finn, Jewett City.
John F. Oates, Windsor Locks.
- FLORIDA.
P. M. Elder, Sanford.
GEORGIA.
Buford L. Heartsill, Dalton.
H. J. Jolly, Cartersville.
David A. Trundle, Ringgold.
INDIANA,
Henry O. Eldridge, Lagrange.
Vern Hahn, Wakarusa.
I0OWA,
George F. Althouse, Ackley.
James Duggan, Melrose.
Harold H. Holmes, New Albin.
Charles T Irons, Garrison.
Tred L. Ives, Hamburg.
Magnus A. Merkel, Keystoune,

LIIT—103
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GPO

Carl Reinecke, jr., Elkader.
Philip D. Switzer, St. Charles.
Willinm B. Trullinger, Farragut.
Thomas J. White, Whittemore.
Clyde L. Woods, Garwin.
: KANSAS,

Cecil Calvert, Quinter.
T. J. Foley, Chapman.
Dorothy F. Derrick, Hugoton.
Edward Grauerholz, Esbon.
W. L. Ringo, Girard.

KENTUCKY,
J. Walter Payne, Paris.

TOUISIANA,
Charlton Fort, Minden.
Floyd C. Mitchell, Zwolle.

MATNE.
A. W. Willey, Cherryfield.
MISSISSIPPL.
Coke B. Wier, Quitman.
ATSS0URL,

Edverda Barnes, Pilot Grove.
Thomas P. Diggs, New Haven.

MONTANA,
Mary E. Turrell, Drummeond.
NEW JERSEY,

F. J. Dushanek, Garwood.
Paul F. Edwards, Newfield.
. Charles R. Grover, Atlantic Highlands,

NEW YORK.
James W, Larkin, Brockport.
NORTH CABOLINA,
Frank W. Miller, Waynesville.
OKLAHOMA

Alva P. Daniel, Commerce.
Alfa Gibbins, Fort Sill.
Ora E. MecCague, Ralston.

OREGON.

Walter L. Hembree, McMinnville.
SOUTH CAROLINAL

James A, Barrett, Clover.

TEXAS.
Mrs. Ross Manning, Madisonville.

' WEST VIRGINIAL

Ida J. Garrison, Lost Creek.

REJECTION.

Ezreccutive nomination rejected by the Senate January 27, 1916,
POSTMASTER,

William M. Huntley to be postmaster at Rush Springs, Okla.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Tuurspay, January 27, 1916.

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. '

The Chaplain, Rev, Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

Eternal and ever-living God, in whom all our longings, hopes,
and aspirations are centered, we thank Thee for the phe-
nomenal growth of our past, for the auspicious present, for the
hopes and ever-widening promises of our future as a people.
Impress, we beseech Thee, every American citizen with the e-
sponsibility resting upon him as such, and illumine the minds
of these their servants that they may be guided by Thy coun-
sels, that in the present crisis of the world everything may be
put to the crucial test of reason and justice. If it is wisdom to
prepare for the worst, let it be adequately and efliciently done;
but let us hope and pray for the best, that we may not be called
upon to defend our sacred rights by the destructive agencies of
war, but rather by the rational and peaceful methods of arbitra-
tion. And Thine be the praise forever and ever. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.
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LIFE AND PUBLIC SERVICES OF WILLIAM M KINLEY.

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, next Saturday, the 20th, is generally
recognized as “ McKinley Day ” inasmuch as that was the day
on which he was born; and I desire to -ask unanimous eonsent
to address the House for 40 minutes on the life, character, and
public services of William McKinley, to follow immediately Mr.
Hexgey, of Texas, who I believe has the consent-of the House to
!;I)E'ﬂk on that day immediately following ‘the approval of the
Journal,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illineis [Mr. Foss] asks
unanimous consent to be permitted to address the House for 40
minutes on next Saturday at the close of the remarks of the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Hexry], said remarks to be com-
memorative of former President McKinley. Is there objection?
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. ]

EXPOSITION AT PENBACOLA, FLA.

Mr. WILSON of Floridg. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask
nnanimous consent that there be printed in the Recorb a reso-
lution adopted by the Legislature of Florida with respect to
the holding of an exposition in the city of Pensacola to cele-
brate the cession of Florida by Spain to the United States, |
said exposition to be held in the year 1919, and at a later day
I will address the House on the subject of asking Congress
to assist us.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida [Mr. Wirsox]
asks unanimous consent te -extend his remarks in the Recorp
by printing a resolution of the Legislature of Florida looking
toward an exposition to celebrate the cession of Florida to the
United States. Is there objection?

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right ‘to ob-
ject, 1 would like to ask the gentleman from Florida, is it the
purpose of this movement to make this exposition national
in its scope?

Mr. WILSON of Florida. Well, -at this time it is in its in-
cipiency, and we hope the Congress will assist us.

Mr. BARNHART. If it were purely a local matter with
which only the State has to do, I should be disposed to object,
but if it is to be national in its scope, as other expositions have
been, 1 would have no objection.

Mr. WILSON of Florida. We intend, as 1 siated, to ask
Congress to help us to make the matter more than of local .in-
terest, because 1 think it should be.

. BARNHART. I have no objection.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The

Chair hears none.

THE EUROPEAN WAR AND INDUSTEIAL DEMOCEACY.

Mr. HOWARD. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp by printing a speech -delivered
by Hon. Joseph E. Davies, chairman of the Federal Trades
Comnission, before the American Manufacturers’ Export Asso-
ciation, in New York City, on the European war and industrial
democracy.

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HowAzrp]
msks unnnimous consent to extend his remarks in th REecorp
by printing a speech delivered by Hon. Joseph E. Davies, of
New York, on the European war. Is there objection?

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I would like to ask the gentleman from Georgia if the author
of this speech holds any official position?

Mr. HOWARD. He is chairman of the Federal Trades Com-|
mission, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. MANN. That is the new commiission.

Mr. HOWARD. And the speech, I will state to the gentle-
man from Indiana, is one eontaining information gathered by
this officer, which, I believe, will be of much value nct only to
Congress but to the country in general.

Mr. BARNHART. Does the Federal Trades Commission|
make an - official report to Congress?

Mr. HOWARD. I fhink it does, but I <o not know.

Mr. MANN. 'Oncea year.

Mr. HOWARD. It is a wery recent organization, as the gen-
tleman knows. I do mot know what they have .done or what|
they propose to do, but this is a speech worthy of the oon-{

siderntion——

Mr. MANN. I hope the gentleman from Indiana——

Mr. HOWARD (continuing). Of all statesmen like the gan
tleman frem Indiana.

Mr. MANN /(eontinuing). Will not object because the Fed-
erial Trades Commission, whatever they may do, are frying to;
do something.

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Speaker, as far as “the gentleman:
from Indiana” is concerned, he is not disposed to object to
anything that will contribute information to the public by a

public official in relation to what his department may be doing;
but in these instances, where these commissions and other de-
partments have the facilities and money appropriated to make
reports from time to time, I would doubt fhe propriety .of per-
mitting ‘the promiscuous admission of their statements to the
‘Recorp. So far as I am concerned, however, in this instance,
I think I will not object.

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, as 1 tried to present my im-
portunity to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Baunmarr], 1
desire now, as he yielded on my rising, to thank him for his
amiability.

The SPEAKER. 1Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS.

Mr. CHARLES. Mr. Speaker, T ask unanimous consent to
have my remarks on the child-labor bill inserted in ‘the

Mr. MANN. There is general leave to print on the child-
labor bill.

The SPEAKER. The ‘Chair 4id not understand the request.

Mr. CHARLES. 1 want to ask unanimous consent to have
my remarks on the child-labor bill printed in the REcorp.

The SPEAKER. has leave ‘to print for five leg-
iglative days.

Mr. CARTER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, T ask unani-
mous consent to have my remarks inserted in the on
{the one hundredih anniversary of the birth of Gen. Banks, of
Massachusetts.
~ The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
Canrter] asks leave to -extend his remarks in the Recomp on the
life and wcharacter of the late 'Gen. Banks, of Massachusetts.
TIs there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

LATE REPRESENTATIVE ATFRED MILNES.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, T desire to msk unani-
mous consent to address the House briefly on the life ‘and char-
acter of Alfred Milnes, a ‘former Memiber of this House during
the Fifty-fourth Gongmss, who has recently passed away.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani-
mous consent to address the House. Ts there objection? [After
a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. NMr. Speaker and Members of the
‘House, it is with profound sorrow that I rise to speak upon
the life and character of a former Member of this House during
the Fifty-fourth session, who at that ‘time represented the dis-
trict which I now ‘have the honor to wepresent in ‘the State
of Michigan.

The Hon. Alfred Milnes was one «of the prominent citizens
of that great State. His life and character -were interwoven
with the best traditions and the -civic progress of that great
Commonwealth. He passed away on the 15th day of January,
1916, after a somewhat protracted illness, at his home in the
city of Coldwater, which is a thriving city in my district.
In the Biographical Congressional Record it ls stated of him:

Milnes, Alfred, a Represent‘tﬂve “from Michi born in Bradford,
Yorkshire, May 28, 1844 ; eame 'with mrentn to the United
States in 1854, and settled in Newton, to Coldwater,
Mich. ; ; attended the commnn schools of Utah, Iowa and of Coldwntal‘.
Miéh, ; enlisted as private in ‘the ‘Beventeenth 'Hich igan Infantry,
the “ D1d Stonewall Regiment.“ June 30, 1862, and served thronghoué
the war; engaged with his ment i.n every ‘battle in which it took
part, from South Mountain, Md. fo Lee's surrender at Appo-
mattox in April, 1865; city nidermn.n u! Coldwater one term and
mayor two terms; member of the State senate 1888-1890; lieutenant
Eovernor of Michigan in 15894, and presided over the Btate ﬂennte until

is resignation, June 1, 189u. elected as a Republican to t‘tE
fourth Congress, to fill vacaney muud by the resi E erns
Burrows, and served from T 396 to rch 3, 1897; ap-
pointed stmaster of Coldwater in QBB te in the Michi gan
constitutional convention 1907-1908; member of board of managers
Michigan Soldiers’ Home ; a resident of Coldwater, Mich.

Much might be added to this modest sketch of his life, which
probably received his approval for use in the directory, if it
was not wholly written by himself. The life of Mr. Milnes
was blended with the civiec and business activities not only of
his home city of Coldwater but of the State of Michigan. It
was my pleasure, and I might say goofl fortune, to make his
acquaintance during the conwvention which nominated him for
Congress in 1895. I was a candidate for the same office, but
was defeated by one vote on the two hundred and seventy-fourth
ballot. Since that time and always thereafter we were the
best of friends, and I am sincerely sorrowful because of his
departure,

It must be said of Mr. Milnes that he was a firm and resolute
man; a man of strong activities and of strong convictions. Ile
was prosperous in his business undertakings and always teok
a prominent part in public affairs. He held many poesitions of
public trust, in all of which he gave his best efforts and filled
them with much eredit to himself and with ability and honor to

tion o
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the position. We knew him as the soldier-statesman. Cour-
ageous and strong, he was a good debater and an opponent
worthy of one’s best efforts. It was my privilege to serve with
him in the convention of 1908 which drafted the new constitu-
tion for the State of Michigan, which was 8o strongly approved
and ratified by the people and now so favorably considered by
them. Many of its best provisions bear the impress of his efforts
and are tempered with his strong mentality. I think it can be
gaid of him that he never shrunk from a duty or turned lightly
from a task.

He was always proud of having served his country in the
great rebellion that preserved its Union. During his services in
this House in the Fifty-fourth Congress he voted for the bank-
ruptey act. He also voted for the immigration bill containing
a literncy test. He also voted for the recognition of Cuban
belligerency on the 2d of March, 1896. He served as a Repub-
lican member upon the Committee on Levees and Improvements
of the Mississippi River and on the Committee on the District
of Columbia. He was sworn into office on the 4th of March, 1895,
and his term expired on the 4th of March, 1897,

He has gone, but his kindly deeds and loving memory will
live on and lend comfort to all who knew him for years to come.
He died in the Christian faith. He was vestryman of his church
when he passed away. He will be missed by his State and his
city, and be mourned by a large concourse of friends. His
citizenship was of the highest order. His life was worthy of
our emulation. And whether birth or death is but the beginning
of a brighter future, may all be well with him.

And thus asserting my profound respect for his memory, and
in his closing the book upon a useful life I ecan only say fare-
well to my friend, a former Member of this House, Lnowlng his
deeds will last qlthou;,h his labors have ceased.

Sleep, Holy Spirit,

While the stars burn, the moons increase,
And the great ages onward roll.

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS.

Mr., KALANIANAOLE, by unanimous consent, was granted
leave to withdraw from the files of the House the papers in the
case of Barelay S. Dennison (H. R. 11627, 62d Cong.), no ad-
verse report having been made thereon.

PREPAREDNESS.

The SPEAKER. Under special order, the gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr. Garrivan] is recognized for 30 minutes.
[Applause. ]

Mr. GALLIVAN. Mr. Speaker, I listened with interest and
admiration a few days ago to the remarks of the distingnished
Republican leader of this House, who is always interesting and
who has always something to say of an illuminating nature,
when he was advising both sides of the House as to the position
he takes on the question of preparedness. His was a truly
American speech [applause], and I was one of those who most
warmly congratulated him for it. I think he said, and I agree
with him, that this session is one of the most momentous in
the history of Congress. We are confronted with problems
growing out of the European war and the disturbance on our
southwestern borders which call for the highest statesmanship
that the men in this Congress can bring to bear upon them, for
upon their wise solution will depend in a great measure the
future welfare of the country.

Grave issues are confronting us, and there is need of the
most disinterested patriotism if they are to be discussed and
settled for the Nation’s well-being. Iet me say at the outset
that T am one of those who believe in getting ready. I stand
firmly and unchangeably for a program of preparedness. [Ap-
plause.] And let me say also that I believe a policy of pre-
paredness, involving a change at variance with all the traditions
of the past, is not to be lightly entered upon, but must be viewed
calmly in all its bearings before a judicious decision may be
reached. No one man's ipse dixit can be a reason for bringing
about such a far-reaching change, and we must remember this
fact. The measure is fraught with consequences too tre-
merndous for the future, and the collective wisdom of Congress
will be put to the test to find the adequate and proper solution.
In my judgment in no other manner will we be able to agree
on the kind of preparedness that this country now needs.

Mr. Speaker, we must be calm in the discussion of these new
questions that have arisen, and we must be just in our view in
judging of events and their bearing upon our national life, and
our decision must be free from every other consideration than
the welfare of this Nation.

How necessary this temper of mind is in the present crisis
is apparent to anyone who has been following the trend of
recent events. If at any time within the last decade of years
before the opening of the European war anyone were to

prophesy that the Congress of these United States would shortly
be engaged in discussing the ways and means to meet the aggres-
sions of an European foe and would be considering the advisa-
bility of creating an enormous military and naval establishment
and of increasing to an unheard-of extent the burden of taxa-
tion, such a prophet of evil would be laughed to scorn.

Yet, strange to say, such is the unexpected turn events have
taken. How did it happen that we, who were pursuing the
ways of peace, free from entanglements of European polities,
with no enemies on our borders whom we need fear, and with
no cause of offense before the great warring nations, but equally
at peace and on friendly terms with them all, should suddenly
feel ourselves menaced with danger and forced to think of
making a violent leap into the costly business of military and
naval expenditure on zn enormous scale? How did all this
come about? Who is responsible for it? Is anyone guilty? Or
must the blame be placed merely upon the logic of events?
These are questions of vital and far-reaching importance. Upon
the answer to be given to them will depend in a great measure
the character of the action we are about to take. Mr. Speaker,
the country has a right to know the answer, for its supreine
interests are involved. It is the duty of every Representative
of the people to find out where blame should be put, if blame
there be, that he may act intelligently and patriotically for the
best interests of the Nation.

Oh, I wish that the Farewell Address of Washington, the
Father of his Country, had been in our hands for constant study
since the opening of this dire conflict on the other side of the
Atlantic! The one admonition which stands out in that im-
perishable document and which has had more to do in shaping
our traditional policy with the nations of Europe than any
other influence is hig warning to beware of entangling alliances
with them. T take these words in their fullest and broadest
sense. I believe that the mind of Washington was that we
sghould be not only neutral in their quarrels but absolutely
impartial. He was a wise man and a great patriot, Would
that his advice had been followed and that we could appear
before the world to-day, as I think he would have us appear,
without even the suspicion of favoring one side or the other.

When this tremendous war broke out we were in peaceful and
friendly relations with all the belligerents. As far as human
prudence can foreseé our providential mission was to maintain
strict neutrality and the friendship of each and all. It was
not our quarrel; we were in no way involved. The future of
our country depended in no way whatsoever upon the result
of the contest. We had been kept free for almost a hundred
vears from war with any real European power. Our: plain
destiny pointed to the supreme office which should be ours.
Our country loved peace amnd was following in its ways. and
everything seemed to indicate that ours was to be the high and
noble task of peacemaker.

The President's message on neutrality was received with
universal acclaim. We rejoiced in the fact that we were citi-
zens of a free and peaceful country. I want to say now, Mr.
Speaker, that did we hold the position to-day which we then
occupied the war would be at a close and the belligerents would
be looking to neutral and impartial America as to the ark of
the covenant to bring about peace. We would to-day oeccupy
a position of moral grandeur never yet held by any nation in
the world. We would be the peacemaker of the earth. Can
any gain in material prosperity compensate us for the loss of
such a high vantage ground? Mr. Speaker, I regret exceedingly
that such an opportunity was allowed to be lost. It may not
return again. I deplore the following of mere legality instead
o the higher morality and sensitive impartiality and the sub-
stitution of economic advantage for the new freedom. Instead
of now standing on the heights with our faces turned toward
the morning and the dawn of a better era, I fear we are groping
in the lowlands, with the conflicting passions which have ever
separated men and nations dinning in our ears.

I ean not help thinking—and although I say it with all eandor,
still I utter it with deep regret—that if the policy of * wateliful
waiting * had been used toward the European war and the one
of “alert action” toward Mexico, we should to-day occupy in
the world a proud moral eminence, surrounded by the uni-
versal gratitude and admiration of the nations. [Applause.]
How could we be so shortsighted as to lose such a glorious
opportunity? I do not think for a moment it was mere love of
money, although that has been always one of the most potent
causes of human action. No, Mr. Speaker, I think I can here and
now place my finger on what I consider the worst menace in
this country to-day. We are hearing much of * hyphenated
citizens " and “America first,” but the most violent propaganda
working among us at the present time and the most dangerous
one, to my mind, is the pro-British, whose protagonists reveal
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in their every utterance that the dominant motive power
in their lives is not “America first,” but “England first.”
[Applause.]

I do not know whether it is a disease or a deep-seated predju-
dice, but it is mischievous and unpatriotic. [Applause.] It
is based on a false conception of historic facts, yet it steals all
the assuranee of truth with the superadded effrontery of hum-
bug. Modesty it has none. It fills the public press with its
clamor, and really one begins to think after a while these people
are obsessed with the idea that the one mission America has
in the world is to save England. And a portion of this press,
I am sorry to say, allows its columns to be fed by misinforma-
tion and news pervisions supplied from British sources, and its
editorial expression is inspired from British “news" agencies,
written by interests antagonistic to American peace and well-
being. :

I refer only to those newspapers that aim to poison the Amer-
iean public mind against the patriotic inferests of America,
and seek by falsehood, slander, and misrepresentation to set
one cluss of Americans against others. These are the papers
responsible for the so-called “ hyphen” campaign to discredit a
class of American citizens whose loyalty and fidelity to the
Republic have been proven on a hundred battle fields. [Ap-
plause.]

And what shall I say of our great American statesmen? This
much at least: I have no sympathy with the Lodge-Roosevelt-
Choate-Root interpretation of history. [Applause.] It is spuri-
ous and superficial ; it does not get down to the origin of things.
They would have us believe that all the fundamental rights
we possess are a heritage bequeathed to us by England. I can
not accept such a low estimate of American liberties. I do not
for a moment acknowledge any such debt. I do not ascribe to
any lower source the principle of individual liberty upon which
this Government is founded than to the founder of Christianity
Himself.

I beg to remind these advocates of a pro-British poliey that
the Magna Charta to which they are constantly appealing was
forced from a reluctant despot, King John, by the barons of
England with the help of the Christian Church when that church
was one throughout all Christendom. It was simply the transla-
tion to the political order of the principle of equality which the
church had preached from the beginning. But in the Magna
Charta it is quite limited in its scope. The first experiment on
a large scale of this principle to political government occurred
ameng us when the framers of the Constitution, acting under the
impulse of a higher power, we can not doubt, and as a protest
to the tyranny of oligarchical England, established democracy
here in its plenitude. [Great applause.]

For 40 years, Mr. Speaker, we enjoyed the blessings of a pure
democracy before the effect of this universal application of the
rule of the people reached England and brought about the re-
form of 1822, the first advance of centuries on the part of Eng-
land toward our democratic ideal. These people who seek to
give us any different explanation of the facts of history are not
genuine Americans; they are Tories. We have always had them
in our history. I do not believe for a moment that America, as
we lknow it to-day, is an offspring of British institutions. I
believe she has a character and genius of her own. Discovered
after centuries of life had been granted to the nations of the
Kuropean Continent, the lifting of the veil that concealed her, a
feat that was accomplished by the intrepid genius of Columbus,
had in it the providential promises of a new future. That
providence will be secured if we are all truly Americans first—
not in any spurious sense, but in the real meaning of the term—
conscious of the high vocation to which we have been called as
the crusaders of a new era in which the rights of man occupy
the foremost place and the peace of the people is put before the
pecuniary advantage of a moment.

Upon Congress devolves the high and noble duty to find some
way to lead the country to these higher ideals. There is no
nobler work to which the representatives of a free people may
get their hands. May the collective wisdom of this Congress
find for us the way of safety and of honor that leads to national
rectitude and moral grandeur which should be to-day, as they
ever will be, the hope and ambition of a free people. [Long-
continued applause.}

MEXICO.

The SPEAKER. Under the special order, the gentleman
from Washington [Mr. HuxpHEREY] is recognized for 40 min-
utes. [Applause.]

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speaker, in view of
the fact of the killing of many Americans recently in Mexico,
the news of the last of which has come to us to-day, the
murdering of four American soldiers, confirmation of which I
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understand has just reached the State Department, I make no
apology for talking upon affairs in Mexico. :

I think it is a good thing for us to stand by the President in
affairs where we can, but I think it is &
better thing for us to stand by our own country. [Applause.]

I want to take for my text to-day a plank from the Demo-
cratic platform adopted at Baltimore, and I will apologize to
my Democratic friends for reading it, and will assure them
that it is not done in malice: ;

The constitutional
on our borders and m&t‘: tmﬁ“ﬁmﬁnﬁ?ﬁs&?oﬁfr ,“ ﬁ etvlrl =
Ancrican, i roudins o Basing propety o any Sosigh Sy
Government, both for himself and his pglc'e%erty?n " * e e

That is in the platform upon which Woodrow Wilson was
elected, and that is the plank that has been forgotten and super-
seded by “watchful waiting.” What patriotic Democrat can
read that plank in his platform to-day breathing, as it does, of
patriotism and real red-blood Americanism, and then read the
list of assaults, assassinations, and murders in Mexico without
a feeling of humiliation and regret? And yet that immortal
document of decadent and discredited promises ended with these
heroic words:

Our pl are
P ;; m mz.:.de to be kept when in office as well as relled upon

No one doubts the patriotism, the honesty of purpose, and the
high ideals of the President in regard to his foreign policy; but
it is with regret that I say that I believe that the opinion of
the great majority of the American people of all parties to-day,
is that he is a scholar, a dreamer, a theorist that has been
remarkably successful when he has had the power of coercion
in dealing with weaker and immature intellects, as strikingly
demonsirated in his domineering contrel of college students and
Democratic Congressmen. But in larger affairs he apparently
becomes timid and uncertain. Napoleon declared:

P ey Bt st Pyt il ool i

Vacillation is the trouble with the Mexiecan situation. Vacil-
lation has superseded “ watehful waiting.” Obstinacy and
timidity is not an unusual combination even in men of great
intellectual ability, especially where the library takes the place
of experience.

The President’s policy in Mexico is not based upon his party
platform. It is characterized by weakness, uncertainty, vacilla-
tion, and uncontrollable desire to intermeddle in Mexican af-
fairs. He has not had the courage to go into Mexico nor the
courage to stay ont.

The President has repeatedly declared that he would not in-
;erfssarl% in Mexico nor permit others to do so. At Indianapolis

e $

Have not European nations taken as long as they wanted and spilled
as much blood as they pleased in the se of their affairs; and
shall we deny that right Mexico because she is weak? No, I say.

At Columbus, Ohio, in his recent speech he said:

The Mexicans may not know what to do with their ernment ; but
that is none of our Im.s!nesainand, g0 long as I have the power to pre-
vent it, nobody shall “ butt in " to alter it for them.

At the notable talk in the White House not long ago to the
Democratic National Committee where he referred to other peo-
ple “talking through their hat,” if he is correctly reported, he
declared “ that the Mexicans can raise all the h— they please;
it is none of our business.” Remember, the language I am using
is not mine but the reported language of the President. Cer-
tainly their ability to raise what he so delicately described, ought
to satisfy even the President and that wing of the Democratic
Party that believes in *“ watchful waiting.”

But if the President had followed these declarations, however
un-American and indefensible they may be, it would have been
far better for us and probably for Mexico. But his deeds have
been strangers to his words. Instead of a policy of *hands
off” it has been a policy of eonstant interference in Mexican
affairs.

The President told Huerta that he must not be a candidate;
that he would not be recognized. He talked about fair elections
and constitutional government, and showed a strong desire not
only to control Mexican polities but to go into Mexico and regu-
late the land system of that country. He sent his secret special
agents to Mexico City and became involved in a personal quarrel
with Huerta. This controversy reached its climax in the most
grotesque and stupendous piece of folly in the history of civilized
nations when the President appeared here before Congress and
virtually asked that the United States declare war against
Huerta, the individual. And, what was even more ridiculous
and absurd, it was done. And for what reason? Who to-day
will tell us the cause of that action? Americans had been driven
from Mexico; American property had been destroyed in Mexico;
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American men had been murdered in Mexico; American women
had been outraged in Mexico, but all these did not disturb the
serenity of *watchful waiting,” or recall to the mind of the
President the Demoeratic platform declarations about protect-
ing life and property of American citizens along the border and
on foreign soil.

We were told that Huerta was a murderer, an assassin, a
ywsurper and a traitor, and a man that we would never under
any circumstances reeognize. But Huerta, the individual, not
representing Mexico but himself, had refused to salute the
American flag on a gasoline launch in a place where it had no
right to be; or, to be exact, for the sake of history, Huerta agreed
to fire 6 guns in salute, while the President, as I recall, demanded
21. This insult from an assassin and a murderer that we would
not in anyway recognize was more than this administration,
too proud to fizht, could endure. Our magnificent battleship
squadron was hurried to Mexican waters, although at that time
the Mexican Navy consisted of one old antiguated gunboat.
The Army was sent to Mexico, and, after Vera Cruz was bom-
barded by our Navy, it was landed on Mexican soil. Seventeen
of our own soldiers lost their lives and more than 100 Mexicans
were killed. We seized the customhouse and ecarried away
more than a million dollars. And all this for what purpose?
Why did we go to Mexico and what did we accomplish and why
did we return? We were told that a German vessel was
about to land a eargo of guns and ammunition, and this was the
reason for hurrying our Navy to Mexican waters. But that
same German vessel landed its cargo in Mexico. We are told
that our Army and Navy went to Mexico to make Huerta
apologize. Has anyone read that apology? We are told that
our Army and Navy went to Mexico to make Huerta salute the
flag. Has anyone heard that salute? And after this magnifi-
cent performance we returned again. What did we accomplish
and under what pretense did we take the $1,000,000 belonging to
Mexico, and what has become of it and where is it now? The
immortal general that marched his men up the hill and then
marched them down again was a great military genius and won
a magnificent vietory as compared with our vandeville and dis-
creditable performance in Mexico.

Many times after we withdrew from Mexico the flag was
desecrated and insulted without protest and almost without
notice. After the Huerta incident James MecManus, an Ameri-
can citizen of high standing, was killed by Mexican soldiers
in his own dooryard. The American flag flying over his house
was torn down and trampled in the filth of the street. Some
weeks afterwards the Secretary of State made a report on this
cowardly assassination tfo the effect that they—meaning the
particular bandit that he was at that time assisting—had
agreed to pay an Indemnity for the Kkilling of MeManus, but
that he had forgotten whether or not they had agreed to apolo-
gize for insulting the flag.

At one time this administration was so sensitive of the sacred
honor of our flag that the Army and Navy were used to force a
salute, when murder and assassination of our citizens could
not provoke action. Again, the trampling of our flag in the
dust was such an insignificant trifle that it left no impression
on the ponderous intellect of the great preacher of Chautauqua
peace at most any cash price.

There are none to-day but what know that the flag-saluting
episode was but a mere pretext eagerly sought to invade Mexico
and drive out Huerfa.

Poor old Huerta! He has “ gone home and ta'en his wages.”
According to our standards he was an old villain, but he at
least had courage and ability. His name is written forever
among the immortals as the only individual in all the world’s
history with whom a mighty nation went to war.

And yet we have been told countless times that the admin-
istration is entitled to great credit for keeping us out of war
with Mexieo. If we had landed an army in Japan or Germany
or England or any other first-class power ; if we had bombarded
one of their cities, killed their citizens, landed our army on
their soil, seized and ecarried off their customs revenue, would
we have had war? If that is not war, what does it take to
make war? Are we entitled to any credit for escaping war
only because we bullied and fought a nation too weak and
helpless to defend itself?

Our policy in Mexico has earned us the contempt of the
world and beyond question has greatly influenced the warring
nations of Europe in their present attitude toward us.

Our Mexican fiasco, discrediting and humiliating as it was,
taught us nothing. * Waitchful waiting” continued to be only
a phrase, for we still intermeddled and interfered. The ad-
ministration still insisted on helping one bandit and highway-
man against another. Villa now became the administration’s
pet. Laudatory letters giving an account of the career of this’

bloody cutthroat were sent out with the approval, if not at
the suggestion, of the State Department. He was permitted to
purchase arms and ammunition in the United States, and this
was done against the earnest protest and warning from many
American citizens and especially those along our international
boundary. Some of this very ammunition may have been used
in the recent dastardly and cruel murder of Americans.

‘Negotiations were carried on with Villa and promises made
to him, and it seemed as if the administration were going to
recognize him as the head of the Mexican Government. But
suddenly and without explanation the administration turned to
Carranza and began to help him as against Villa. It perinitted
Carranza to send soldiers and guns and ammunition through
American territory to be used against Villa. This act is be-
lieved by those who are best fitted to judge to be largely if not
entirely responsible for the recent tragedy where 18 Americans
were killed—one of the most cruel and unprovoked murders
that ever took place in that land of blood and assassination, the
details of which are too horrible to relate. It was feared that
such would be the result of permitting Mexican troops to pass
through our country. Many who had friends in Mexico believed
that such action on our part would lead to the slaughter of
Americans. Neor can the administration plead that it was not
warned of the probable result upon American life if this were
permitted. The distinguished gentleman from New Mexico,
Senator FArLL, wrote the State Department a letter, pointing out
the great danger of such action and pleading that no such permis-
sion should be given to any of the factions. According to press
reports published at the time, the acting governor of Sonora,
Carlos Randall, sent to the State Department on October 29
last a protest that reads as follows:

Urge him (President Wilson) to revoke immediately permisslon granted
Carranza to send troops over American territory into Agua Prieta, be-
cause otherwise we will have to lament any fatal consequences on
account of the great danger in which all Americans in Sonora will be
placed, for it is impossible for me to repress the fury of the people and
the army against the Ameriean Government for apparent partiality
shown in helping one contending Mexican faction, contrary to all rights.
I trust the ican Government realizes the gravity of the situation
and will revoke the many-times repeated permission,

Many other warnings besides these were received, and the
administration can not claim that it permitted this action with
no idea of what the result might be.

What right had the administration to rely upon the promises

‘of Carranza? They knew that he was the most unreliable, most

uncertain, and most untruthful of the entire bunch of bandits
with whom they had been dealing.

On the same day that the press carried the warning from the
governor of Sonora it published a statement from Cardinal Gib-
bons, in which he said:

Poor Mexico! Things are in bad shape there, I have read much in
the papers about the final solution of the Mexican situation. I have
heard all kinds of promises. But how are we to believe that the problem
is solved? Can we place any faith in these promises?

A man of promises; that is Carranza. e can promise many things.
But where are the assurances that these promises will be fulfilled? I
am hoping and trusting that the troubles in Mexico are at an end, but
I am not sure that Carranza is the man who will bring about these
desired conditions,

Cardinal Gibbons spoke the feeling that possessed all those
who were familiar with conditions in Mexieo. Why did not the
administration give heed to such warnings as these and take
steps to see that Carranza's promises were carried out?

How could the administration expect any other effect from
its action favoring Carranza? For months they had favored
Villa. They had given him every promise and encouragement.
They had advertised him to the world as a great and good man—
a patriot fighting for freedom. It is believed that they had given
him a promise of recognition, and that if the report of Gen.
Scott should be made publie it will prove there was such an
arrangement.

Then came the sudden change. Villa was pushed aside and
Carranza taken up. It was one of those sudden changes from
the White House without explanation, such as we have had
upon preparedness, upon the Panama Canal, and upon many

other propositions which have 80 recently characterized Execu- .

tive action.

When Villa with an army of 13,000 men, that he had led
across plains and mountains and waterless, treeless deserts,
suffering privations and hardships beyond description, arrived
at Augua Prieta, where he expected to find a garrison of 1,500
men, he found instead that it was oceupied by a force of more
than 5,000, that had been sent there through the United States
while he was on his way to eapture the place. When he at-
tacked he was repulsed by artillery that had been sent there
through this country. Here was the former favorite of the
administration that believed that he had been deliberately
betrayed by his former friends. What would anyone expect
would be the result upon the mind of such a bloody-minded
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secoundrel as Villa? Is it any wonder that he vowed vengeance
against all Americans, and what reason had the administration
to think from his career that this vow would not be earried out
to the fullest extent in the most cruel and brutal manner?

If we had not the courage to go into Mexico and pacify it,
then certainly we ought at least to keep out of this quarrel and
not endanger American lives by constantly favoring one faction
or the other.

We make a tremendous bluster about the killing of American
citizens upon the high seas and fill the air with the tumunlt and
the noise of many typewriters, although the killing is only acci-
dental and undoubtedly really regretted by those who did the
act. But so far we have looked with egquanimity undisturbed
while hundreds of Americans have been purposely foully mur-
dered in Mexico in 2 most cruel and fiendish manner.

If the people of this country could but read the fearful tale
told by the records now hidden in the State Department, if they
but knew the truth, they would make the atmosphere so hot
that no longer could anyone advocate * watchful waiting ” and
breathe it and live.

The whole policy of the President in Mexico has been wrong
from the very beginning. It has been one of meddling between
factions. It has been one of secret and private special agents
representing the President personally. It has been a modified
plan, followed by Peter the Great, the Ciesars, and the Emperor
of China. It has no place in this country. Special agents of
this character seldom report the truth. They report what they
are expected to report. The plan of cutting off the head of the
bearer of bad news is not yet entirely obsolete in political life.
The foreign affairs of this Government should be carried on
through diplomatic channels, in accordance with the recognized
systemn of modern civilization. Diplomatic chaos supreme and
irretrievable would reign in this country under this administra-
tion if Col., House were to die.

Pitiless publicity has given way to private, special secret nego-
tiations through personal agents and representatives.

The President says that the Mexicans should have “ the right
to spill all the blood they please,” and it is none of our business.
Certainly the American people have regretted this expression of
the President. I do not believe that the American people believe
in this policy of slaughter and savagery. Certainly this has not
always been the policy of this Nation. When the shrieks and
zroans of murdered and tortured men, the sobs and cries of starv-
ing women and children in Cuba reached us the American people
demanded that these atrocities should end, and when that de-
mand was disregarded our answer was not * watehful waiting,”
nor did we tell them that they could shed all the blood that they
pleased, nor did we say that it was none of our business, but the
American people arose as one man, drove the yellow flag of Spain
from the Western Hemisphere, and placed Cuba among the na-
tions of the earth. And the day is not far off when the people of
this country, regardless of the attitude of the administration, will
see that peace is brought to unhappy Mexico.

The President may believe that the Mexicans have the right to
shed all the blood that they please. But I most emphatically
deny that the Mexicans have the right to shed American blood
upon cither American or Mexican soil. Paraphrasing a sentence
of the eloquent Tngersoll, “A flag that will not protect its citizens
cverywhere is a filthy rag that contaminates the air in which it
flonts.”

What are the conditions in Mexico to-day after all this time
of “watehful waiting”? Starvation, famine, want, robbery,
plunder, rapine, assassination, and murder. Every crime and
every cruelty that ignorance and hate can invent has been per-
petrated, and still there is no end. The only thing that profits
by the conditions in that unhappy land is the eager vulture
that circles above the seene of slaughter waiting to feed and
fatten upon the dead and dying. Dante’s hell could add nothing
to the horrors of that unfortunate country.

Whenever the question of Mexico is discussed some Demoerat
in his solemn majesty arises and, with a look of superior wisdom,
inquires, What would you do? That question is a confession
on the part of the administration of their inability to deal with
the situation. Almost any Republican can advise the adininis-
tration to the advantage of the country upon this question if it
will follow the advice.

Mr. O'SHAUNESSY. Will the gentleman yield for a ques-
tion?

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Yes.

Mr. O’'SHAUNESSY. What was the policy of President Taft
in Mexico when similar circumstances were transpiring there?

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. In the first place there
were no “similar circumstances” under President Taft; but if
President Taft made a mistake, it is no excuse for the present
administration.

Mr. O'SHAUNESSY. Is it not a fact that ex-President Taft
has practically indorsed the policy of Woodrow Wilson in
Mexico?

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. President Taft has done
some very unwise things, but I do not think he ever went
that far. You ean not expect a great man to always be right.

Mr. SCHALL. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Yes.

Mr. SCHALL. Does the gentleman know whether Turtle
Island is fortified by the Japanese?

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. No; I have no informa-
tion whatever on the subject.

Speaking for myself, but believing that I voice the sentiment of
the American people, there are some things that I would do in
regard to Mexico if upon me rested the responsibility. I would
either Zo into Mexico and pacify the country or I would keep
my hands entirely out of Mexico. If we are too proud to fight
we should be too proud to quarrel. I would not choose between
murderers. I wonld not permit either side to procure guns or
ammunition in this country that may hereafter be used to mur-
der Americans. I would not depend upon secret personal agents
for my information. I would deal openly and in the light of day
with the Mexican situation. I would practice pitiless publicity
as well as preach it. I would give the Ameriean people the facts.
I would let them know the truth, and if that is done the Ameri-
can people will quickly decide what shall be done. And, above
all, I would do this, the thing that should have been done more
than three years ago, and if it had been done, the letting of
American blood in Mexico would not have occurred; I would
serve notice upon all factions that no longer would any of them
be permitted, under any pretense whatever, to destroy American
property or to murder American men or to ravish American
women, and back of that notice I would place the power of this
great Itepublic. [Applause.]

Mr. Speaker, I yield back tlie remainder of my time.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman yields back 10 minutes.

PREPAREDNESS,

Mr. DIES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous cousent to address
the House for 15 minutes.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous
consent to address the House for 15 minutes. Is there objec-
tion?

There was no objection. \

Mr. DIES. Mr. Speaker, I know there are a great number of
Members of the House of Representatives who are anxious to
become leaders. Every good man wants power, {o wield it for
a good purpose, even though bad men want it for bad purposes.
Knowing the love of power to be almost universal and that my
colleagues entertain the desire for leadership, I have requested
these 15 minutes to give them consolation and some pointers.

This morning’s Philadelphia Inquirer has a leading editorial
entitled “ Congressman Max~ as a real leader.” I ean not read
it all—it would take too much time—but I will read the first .
paragraph. It says:

The vigorous and clearly defined speech of Congressman Maxy in
favor of strengthening the Army and Navy, and his eloquent plea to
make this a national and not a partisan or political question, lifts him
into immediate prominence as the real leader of this most important
movement.

[Applause on the Republican side.]

Thereby all previous floppers are relegated to the rear.
[Laughter.] And this is made the true slogan of leadership—
that he who makes the latest flop shall lead us all. [Laughter.]

Now, this latest feat occurred in the garden of my distin-
guished friend the gentleman from Illinois. He was sitting in
his garden—not working in his garden—meditating, and a vision
of blighting war came o'er his dreams. He saw this country
in deadly strife with the greaiest naval power in the world—
England—and he decided certain things that he thought ought
to be divulged to the House and the country. I wish I was in
the secret of the dreams that came to haunt his vision and
disturb his peace when he saw his country locked in a struggle
with this great naval power, seeing that he had just gone to
his garden from a session of Congress where he had led the
fight ngainst a larger Navy.

In that session, occurring a few months before this garden
meditation, my friend thought the American Navy was greater
than that of England——

SEVERAL MEMBERS. Germany.

Mr. DIES. Germany; and he arguwed that point on page
2673 of the CoxNeressioNAn Recorp. Then he thought that
$1,000,000 in the naval bill was too much for air craft, and he
proposed to cut it down to $500,000, as you will see at page
2881. He then thought that $1,300,000 was quite too much




1916.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

1639

for air craft in the Army bill, and proposed to cut it down to
$600,000.

Before this garden meditation, in the Congress which pre-
ceded if, he made the point of erder against $400,000 for
marine barracks, as you will see at page 2888, He also made
a point of order against $500,000 to complete the radio stations,
ns you will see at page 2922 of the Rrcorn. He also made a
point of order against two first-class battle cruisers——

Mr. DAVIS of Texas. Amen! [Laughter.]

Mr. DIES. That is what we all said when he was leading
that fight.

Mr. DAVIS of Texas. I say it now.

Mr. DIES. While no record of the vote appears in the Cox-
GRESSIONAL REcorp, it is not to be doubted that the gentleman
from Illinois voted against the amendment to bring into the
bill 16 submarines, instead of only 2 as proposed in the bill.
Finally he voted against two battleships and in favor of one.
He would have done more against the bill, but for the faect
that there is a courtesy among leaders, when they are leading
an assault upon a bill, that they shall not all assault it at the
same time, Other leaders were assaulting different parts of
the bill, while the gentleman from Illinois was assaulting these
particular parts.

These other leaders, I may say, have meditated in their garden
during the vacation between the last session of Congress and
this. They will be heard from later as to their attitude, and
disclose their garden meditations to the American publie.

Page 2108 of the Recorp. Mr. Max~ adduces some irresistible
logic against the colossal expenditure for the American Navy.
I suppouse his logic in the meditation in the garden went to
smash along with the views he expressed a few months pre-
vious. He said on page 2108:

In making reasonable provision for war, that is all we ought to he
expected to do; it would foolish, it seems to me, for any c:ountr{
speni all of its resources in preparing for war and neglect other thin
which are much more important.

That brings me to the question which I would like to ask of
this new leader with reference to his statement that we should
prepare for a greater Navy than Great Britain—I wish he
would state to the House the cost of building a navy equal to
that of Great Britain. I wish he weuld suggest to the House
the cost of maintaining an American Navy equal to that of
Great Britain, T wish he would state in specific terms to the
House how muech the building program of the American Navy
would be if we are to keep pace with Great Britain.

It is easy to glibly say at one session that we will con-
struct but one battleship and be against submarines and avia-
tion, and then, after meditation in the garden, the next session
propose that we shall embark upon a program which no politi-
cal party would stand for, a program which the gentleman him-
self when reduced to figures would not stand for,

Mr. Speaker, a little later on in the session I shall crave the
indulgence of the House, when I can have the time, to discuss
the whole preparedness question. I also have meditated some-
what in my garden during the summer, and my meditations
were just-about what my votes and speeches were when I fol-
lowed the leadership of the gentleman from Illinois against
these large expenditures.

A year ago Germany, England, and all Europe were at war,
and a year ago the same state of international polities existed
as now, and it naturally produces a lurking suspicion, in my
mind at least, that these gentlemen were not so much meditat-
ing in their gardens as they were reading the great metropoli-
tan newspapers of the country, which have not published the
truth in regard to the American Navy.

The American Navy, which the gentleman from Illinois said
was greater than the German a year ago, in spite of his assault
on the program, received the largest appropriation in its entire
history, In the two years of Alr. Wilson's administration more
money was appropriated for the construction of the Navy than
in the entire four years of President Taft or in any four years
of the Terrible Teddy. Admiral Fleicher says that it is 15
per cent stronger to-day than it was a year ago. To-day the
marksmanship of the Ameriean Navy is 30 per cent better than
it was a year ago. These European Governmments, which a year
ago, according te the leader from Illinois, were bleeding to
death along the lines of Russia and France, have shed oceans
of blood and issued billions of bonds. There is less excuse for
hysteria to-day than there was a year ago. [Applause.]

There is more need for statesmanship than a year age, with
moving pictures running in this city illustrating the devasta-
tion of our country, the ravaging of our homes, all caleulated
to drive the American people war mad. I wish the gallant
leader from Illinecis had continued to do battle for the best
traditions of our country instend of following off after this
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mandling moving-picture campaign, which shows the destrue-
tion of our Navy and the invasion of our country without the
loss of a single foreign life upon our shores. [Applause.]

INTERNATIONAL HIGH COMMISSION.

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take
up the bill H. R, 8235, to provide for the maintenance of the
United States section of the International High Commission.

- The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani-
mous consent to take up for present consideration the bill 8235,
of which the Clerk will read the title.

The Clerk read as follows:

Bill H. R. 82356, to provide for the maintenance of the United States
section of the International High Commission.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. I ask that the bill be reported.
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill.
The Clerk read as follows:

Be it cnacted, ete, That the Secret of the Treasury is hereby
iven anthority, with the approval of the President, to request the
'nited States section of the International High Commission to cooper-

ate with the other sections of the commission on determining the most
satisfactory means of carrying out the recommendations of the First
Pan American Financial Conferenee.

For the purpose of meeting such actual and necessary expenses on
the part of the United States section of the commission as may arise
from its work and investigations, or as may be incidental to its attend-
ance at the meeting of the said International High Commission, the
sum of $40,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any muna in the Treas-
ury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended under the direction of
the Secretary of the Treasury, to be immediately available, and to
remain available until expended.

The Clerk also read the foellowing committee amendment :

T'age 1, sirike out lines 3 to 9, both inclusive, and insert in lieu
thereof the following:

“That the appointment of the nine delegates by the Secretary of the
Treasury to represent the United States in the proceedings of the Inter-
national High Commisaion to be held in Buenos Aires, Argentina, dur-

ng the year 1916, in accordanee with the action of the First Pan
American Financial Conference held in Washington during the year
1915, , approved March

gunl‘mnt to the provisions of an act of Con,
4, 1915, entitled ‘An art making appropriations for the plo'matiﬂ aml
Consunlar Service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1918," be, and thé
same is hereby, approved and confirmed ; such delegates shall be known
as the United States section of the International High Commission
amnd shall cooperate with the olher sections of the commission in taking
action upon the recommendations of the First Pan American Financial
Conference ; and the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to fill any
vacaneies that may saceur in the United States section of said interna-
tional commission.”

The SPEARKER. Is there objection?

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to objeet, I
should like to ask the gentleman from Virginia [Mr, Froon],
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, if it is intended
by the passage of this bill to approve any agreement eutered
into between the different representatives of these countries at
the last meeting of that commission?

Mr. FLOOD. No; it is not. The international high commis-
sion will consider the suggestions made by the financial confer-
ence aml put them into such shape as they think proper amd
make recommendations to the legislative bodies of the different
eountries with reference to them. These recommendations will
have no effect unless they are approved by the legislative
bodies of the various countries.

Mr. WINGO. Is it intended that this commission at its next
meeting shall take up any propositions tending to an alliance
between this country and the South American countries with
reference to Pan American affairs?

Mr. FLOOD. It is intended te take up business proposi-
tions with reference to bills of exchange and matters of busi-
ness intercourse and make recommendations to the legislative
bodies of the different countries with a view to bringing about
a uniformity in business transactions.

Mr, WINGO. It is intended to limit their weork entirely to
finaneinl and eommereial exchanges?

Mr. FLOOD. Yes,

Mr. WINGO. No political agreements of any kind?

Mr. FLOOD. None whatever.

Mr. WINGO. That would enter into the foreign or domestic
policy of the United States or any of those countries?

Mr. FLOOD. None whatever. It would not deal with any
such gquestion. v

Mr. WINGO. Is it intended that the positions of these dele-
gates appointed on the part of the United States shall be
permanent? :

Mr. FLOOD. No; they are appointed for this one conference.

Mr. WINGO. This particular meeting?

Mr. FLOOD. Yes; and this appropriation is made for this
particular meeting and to bear the expenses that will be in-
curred between now and the time of meeting and the making
of the report to Congress and the publishing of the proceedings
of the meeting.




1640

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

JANUARY 27,

Mr. WINGO. As I understand the gentleman, they are to
report whatever their recommendations are to this Congress
for action. Of course, any agreement that had to do with
foreign affairs would have to take the form of a treaty between
the countries affected and would have to be reported to the
Senate. Is the gentleman advised whether it is intended to
consult the Congress upon any arrangement they may make
with reference to financial or commercial agreements?

Mr. FLOOD. Any suggestions that this international com-
mission, composed of not more than nine delegates from each of
the 20 or 21 American Republies, shall make will be reported to
Congress, and Congress can accept or reject them.

Mr. WINGO. There is no intention to bind the United States
through its executive departments to any kind of financial,
commercial, or diplomatic arrangements?

AMr. FLOOD. No; it would have no binding effect at all until
it is passed by Coulzress

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none. This bill is on the Union Calendar.

Mr. FLOOD, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the
bill be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani-
mous consent to consider the bill in the House as in the Com-
mittee on the Whole. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I object.

Mr. FLOOD. DMr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union for the consideration of the bill H. R. 8235,

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration
of the bill H. R. 8235, with Mr. Dies in the chair.

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the bill.

The Clerk read the bill,

The CHAIRMAN. If no one desires to be heard on general
debate, the Clerk will read the bill for amendment under the five-
minute rule.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, if no one else desires to be
heard, I do. I think the gentleman from Virginia ought to ex-
plain something about the bill and also something about what
this conference did at its meetings last summer while it was here.
1 believe that it was said that a report was sent to each Member
of Congress, and doubtless that is true, but it was sent during the
summer, probably, when no one was here. At least I never re-
ceived any copy of the report of what the conference did.

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Chairman, in the winter of last year Sec-
retary of the Treasury McAdoo conceived the idea of bringing
together in a conference the financiers and business men of all
the American Republics, with a view to strengthen the ties of
friendship existing between these countries and to bring about
closer and more important trade relations between them.

His idea was heartily indorsed by the President, the Seere-
tary of State, and the Congress, and provision was made in
the 1916 diplomatic and consular appropriation bill for this
conference to be held in Washington. An appropriation of
£350,000 was earried in that bill to defray the expenses of it.

This econference was held in this eity last May and was
attended by a large number of the important financial and
commercial men of this country and 18 of the Central and
South American countries.

The conference was in session for almost a week, and one of
the results of its deliberation was the passage of a resolution
unanimously recommending the appointment by each of the
countries represented in the conference of a section of an
international high commission, which was charged with the
duty of perfecting the suggestions made by the conference, and
after these suggestions had been perfected of submitting them
to their several Governments for adoption or rejection.

This commission was empowered to take up particularly the
questions of a ecurrency and exchange standard, the law of
negotiable instruments, fiscal and custom regulations, rules for
commercial travelers, patent and copyright legislation, and an
extension of the process of arbitration for the adjustment of
comercial disputes and other matters.

The proposition for such an international high commiission
was readily adopted by all of the countries concerned, and all
of them have appointed sections of this commission.

The suggestion was that each country should appoint not
more than nine members of the commission, which should be
known as the section of the commission for that particular
country. The 19 countries, including the United States, have
made their appointments.

It was provided that in each country the secretary of the
treasury, or the finance minister, should be the chairman of
the section of the commission from his country. Soon after

‘say that this morning we heard with great

the conference adjourned, Secretary MecAdoo named the United
States section of the International High Commission, and it
has done much work toward preparing the suggestions which
will be made at the meeting of the high commission. The
Argentine Government has extended a cordial invitation for the
International High Commission to meet in Buenos Aires on
April 3, 1916. This invitation has been acce.-pted by all of the
countries involved.

The purpose of this bill is to make an appropriation to bear
the expenses arising from the appointment of the United States
section of the International High Commission, to confirm the
appointments of the United States section made by Secretary
McAdoo, and to give our section an official status not less
definite than that enjoyed by the sections of the commission of
other countries,

This appropriation is asked for by the Secretary of the Treas-
ury to earry out these purposes. It is indorsed by the Secre-
tary of State and the President.

I hold in my hand a letter from the President, which I send
to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read.

JANUARY 12, 101G.
Hon. Hexry D. Froop,
House of Representatives,

My Dear Mgr. Froop: I hope that you will not consider it an un-
warranted liberty on my part if I write to urge very strongly the appro-
priation of $40,000 for carrying on the work of the Ln'ltodyﬂtatvs Beo-
tion of the International High Commission appointed' as a result
of the action of the Pan American Financial Conference. All of
the Central and South American Republiecs have appointed their
sections of this commission ; the work o? the commission was initlated
by the action of the United ‘\tates our relations with the Central and
South American countries are now upon a happler footing than cver
before ; and it seems to me of vital consequence for the support of one
of the most important parts of our foreign pelicy that we should sus-
tain our own portion of this work now so successfully inaugurated and
progressing so admirably.

Cordially and sincerely, yours, Woobrow WILSOX.

The coneepiion of this conference by Secretary McAdoo was
a wise piece of statesmanship; the dignity with which he pre-
sided over the conference, and the ability with which he has
handled all matters raised by the conference, or suggested by it.
has won the admiration of those of all countries who attended
the conference or have kept in touch with it.

I will say, Mr. Chairman, that I attended this conference, and
the ability with which the Secretary of the Treasury of the
United States presided over the conference and the ability and
energy with which he has since carried out the suggestions aris-
ing from that conference has met the approvel of the representa-
tives of all the countries which had representatives in that confer-
ence; amnd I believe he is entitled to the highest commendation
on the part of our people.

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. FLOOD: Yes, sir.

Mr. MANN. Of course I did not attend that conference, was
not here, and have not read the proceedings of the conference.
I did read something in the newspapers concerning it, but I am
perfectly well aware that that is not always the way to get at
what a body really does; but I got the impression somehow, T
suppose from something I saw in the newspapers, that the main
purpose of this conference when it met was to boost the McAdoo
shipping bill. Now, the gentleman was there, and he will know
whether that was the case or not.

Mr. FLOOD. I was there, Mr.
was not the case.

In the first place, all of the delegates of the foreign countries
were, hy the action of the United States Congress, the gnests of
the Nation. It was not possible, and certainly it was not desir-
able, that they should be forbidden to express their views upon
any question which they thought was vital to the commercial
and financial interests of Central and South America and the
United States. The expressed purposes of the conference were
to promote more intimate financial relations between the coun-
tries represented in the conference, and, of necessity, everything
material to the discussion was properly brought forward. Be-
fore the conference assembled in Washington the delegates from
Argentina and Chile expressed themselves in newspaper inter-
views in New York to the effect that the most important thing
to be done for the strengthening and development of our finan-
cial and commercial relations with South and Central America
was the prompt provision of adequate steamship'service. They
regarded this as of paramount importance. As-practical busi-
ness men they realized that no other element in the structure of
international trade was of such absolute and objective necessity.

On the first day of the conference, May 24, 1915, the chairman
of the Argentine delegation, Dr. Samuel Hale Pearson, uddresscd
the conference as follows:

Mr. President, before finishing the sesslon of to-day I woum like to

pleasure and satisfaction the
words of His Excellency the President of the United States with regard

Chairman, and I know “that
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to the ability to strengihen the relations between our countries of North,
Central, and South America if we had fast and good steamship com-
munieations, 1 am sure that every one of us here present—I mean of
all the Americas—would be ver fpleased if the honorable Secretary of
the Treasury would name a spe commission of a few of the principal
citizens and most interested men who could give the best ideas as to how
to form this combination of North, Central, and South America, united in
a special commission that we might call the * commission on fast navi-
Ent on,” to work out a plan whereby with individual capital or with the

elp of our Goveraments we coulid in a short time see a powerful steam-
ship line that would help us to develop our common intercourse and at
the same time know that we would be free from having to depend on
European powers for the transporiation of our merchandise and also to
bring us here and to take you south, as we want all the Americas to
know each other as we have been accustomed to knowing Europe.

On the following day, May 25, the Secretary of the Treasury
appointed a committee representing the South American Repub-
lics most interested, namely, Argentina, Brazil, Uruguay, Chile,
Peru, and Ecuador, and appointed to represent the United States
on the sume committee Hon. Edward N, Hurley, of the Federal
Trade Commission ; Mr. RR. Goodwin Rhett, of the United States
Chamber of Commerce; Mr. Paul Fuller, of New York; Col.
Franklin Q. Brown, of New York; Mr. George W. Norris, of
Philadelphia ; Mr. Harry A. Wheeler, of Chicago; and Mr. J. G.
White, of New York. Manifestly he could not do less, as presid-
ing officer of the conference, than to accede to the wishes of
our foreign guests and permit this important subject to be dis-
cussed and considered by a committee of the conference and later
by the conference itself. .

At the seventh session of the conference, May 29, 1915, the
committee on transportation submitted its report.

As a result of the discussion and by unanimous vote of the
conference, including not only the foreign delegates but those
representing the United States, the following resolution was
adopted :

Resolved, That it is the sense of thls conference that improvedl
ocean ftransportation facilities between the countries composing the
P’an American Union has become a vital and imperative necessity, and
that every effort shovld be made to secure, at the earliest possible
moment, such improved means of ocean transportation, since it is of
primary importance to the extension of trade and commerce and im-
proved financial relations between the American Republies.

When this resolution was introduced an attempt was made
to, inject the discussion of the shipping laws of the United
States through the offer of an amendment, which the Secretary
of the Treasury, as presiding officer, declined to entertain be-
cause it bad relation to national policies, with which he thought
the conference could not properly deal.

On pages 283 and 284 he used the following langnage:

Now, as I said before, this is not a convention for the purpose of
determining national policies. It is a conference for the purpose of
exchanging views, laying upon the table all facts and information
obtained, together with expressions of opinion from the various coun-
tries represented here as to what things are needed, with suggesteil
possible remedies. These are to be sifted by you, and we are golug to
try to extract from this crucible into which we put all of these sug-
gestions some refined thing which we hope will work to the advantage
of our respective countries.

1 would therefore suggest that we confine our expression to the
resolution which Gov. Francis has offered. I do not think that we
are here to discuss government ownership or subsidies or any other
such matter. That has become rather a political controversy in this
country, and this is not the place to thrash it out. =

Dr. Pearson, of Argentina, seconded the resolution above
quoted, which was put to the conference amd adopted unani-
mously.

On page 290 Mr. Roger W. Babson, of Boston, asked the
chairman if he would consider a motion to have the Secretary
of the Treasury appoint a committee from this country on a
shipping bill, and so forth. His reply was as follows:

I think it would be unwise to do that. It seems just a bit outside
of the scope of this conference. The shipping gquestion here has
become very much of a political question, and I am most anxious that
politics shall not be injected into this meeting in any form at all.

The gentleman will see from this that the conference was
not used at all to boost the shipping bill.

Mr. MANN. I gave, with some reluctance, my personal
assent to the provision that became the law and made the ap-
propriation last spring, and yet when I read the newspapers
it must have been that I got the impression from them that the
conference was being used, it seemed to me, wholly politically,
tliough I did not credit it, as I often do not eredit everything
1 see in print. It seemed impossible that a man like Secretary
MeAdoo would make use of such an oceasion for political pur-
poses. So I am glad to have in the Recorp the statement which
has been made,

Mr. FLOOD. Yes; and I am glad to make it. I was myself
very much impressed with the dignity and ability and force
with which the Secretary of the Treasury presided over that
conference and the intimate knowledge he showed of every
question that was raised before it. I was there when this par-
ticular matter came up, and I do know that he did everything
he could with propriety to prevent any kind of discussion of

the question referred to by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
Maxx], and I am very glad to have been able to make this
statement here. Of course we know, Mr. Chairman, that our
political opponents will criticize things we do, whether there is
Jjustification for the criticism or not. And some of the news-
papers did refer to this matter im criticism of the Secretary.

I am going to take occasion to refer briefly to the very severe
attack which has been made upon the Mexican policy of the
administration by the gentleman from Washington [Mr. Huat-
PHREY] in his speech to-day. I hope some time in the near future
to get an opportunity to reply in detail to that attack, and I
am satisfied I can show to this House and demonstrate to the
country that the course pursued by President Wilson in refer-
ence to Mexico is the only course that any administration could
have pursued with due regard to the honor and interests of the
American people. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

The one happy circumstance arising out of the present dis-
tressing condition of the world is that it has brought the
Americas closer together. This situation and the tendency of
the cooperation which has resulted therefrom has been strength-
ened by every act of the present administration. [Applause.]

The President, the Secretary of State, and the Secretary of
the Treasury have accomplished great results in replacing the
feeling of suspicion and distrust with which we were regarded
by our Pan American neighbors with a feeling of trust and
generous cooperation and affection, [Applause on the Demo-
cratie side.] ‘

Our political opponents will, of course, criticize the adminis-
tration and the majority party, but when the time comes we
will appeal from that eriticism to the American people upon the
record of the Democratic administration and the Democratic
Congresses, confident that the people will sustain that record
and give the country the blessing of another Democratic ad-
ministration. [Applause.]

The Wilson administration has drawn the Americas closer
together, it has brought prosperity to the entire country, and it
has kept us out of war. [Applause.]

To-day we are the only great Nation in the world throughout
whose borders peace and prosperity walk hand in hand. These
splendid faets will not be forgotten by the people and will give
Woodrow Wilson a secomd term in the White House. [Applause
on the Democratic side.]

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania and Mr, COOPER of Wiscon-
sin rose.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already recognized the
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr, Moorg].

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, it seems
entirely proper, in view of the depleted condition in which
the Treasnry of the Unifed States finds itself, that we should
discuss this problem of finaneing South Awmerica. Tt is another
one of those interesting problems of the present administration
that diverts attention from the difficulty that confronts it in
the way of raising resources to run the country. But that is
not altogether what I want to say.

The distinguished gentleman from Texas [Mr. Dies], who
has risen from the floor to the Chair, and who now presides
with great grace over this body, is axiomatic. A little while
ago he paraphrased the familiar quotation * He who laughs
lasi langhs best ” by suggesting that “ He who makes the latest
flop shall lead us all,” And he had the temerity and the cour-
age, in this presert day and generation of kaleidoscopic changes
on the part of a Democratic administration, to apply that sug-
gestion to the IRlepublican leader because, in his wisdom, after
holding to certain principles of economy in times of peace he
suggested that this country should prepare itself against the
possibility of an attack.

Now, in all fairness, gzentlemen, if he * who flops last is to
lend us,” then how are we to regard the present occupant of
the White House? Is it not apparent, when it comes to the
question of flopping, that as a flopper upon great public ques-
tions, as a flopper in the face of a platform that he was pledged
to live up to, there has never been the superior of the present
leader of the Democratic Party? [Applause on the Republican
side.] 3

CITAXGES OF FROXT.

Upon this question of a tariff hoard—and, for the sake of
relieving the suspense of the country we may call it a tarviff
commission—Ilet us consider the announcement which eame from
the White House only yesterday. After destroying a Republiean
tariff board, that was as effective.as any commission can be
under the Constitution; after supposedly covering the powers
of such a board in the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Com-
merce; after “sneaking™ & provision into the so-called trade
commission bill that was to give ample powers to the administra-
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tion for all the purposes of a tariff board or tariff commission,
or whatever it might be, we find the gentlemen who marched up
the hill upon the Baltimore platform coming down yesterday
morning, with the announcement from the White House that
after a conference with the distinguished leader of the Demo-
cratic Party in this House the program for the future is to
inelude “a tariff commission bill that is to be reported by the
Committee on Ways and Means.” Speaking of flopping, which
js akin to a change of front, the doing to-day that which you
promised yesterday not to do—let us see where the leader of
Democracy stands in this matter.

WHAT THE PRESIDEXT SAID.

In his letter of acceptance to that assembled multitude of
Democrats who wandered over to the shores of Jersey two and
one-half years ago, the Demoeratic nominee for the Presidency
said,

It is obvious that the changes we make—

And this was with respect to the tariff—
should be made only at such a rate and in such a way as will least
interfere with the normal and healthful course of commerce and manu-
facture. But we shall not on that account act with timidity, as if we
did not know eur own minds, for we are certain of our ground and of
our object. =

Mark you, then, when the Democrats had destroyed the
Republican tariff board, when you believed that you were in a
position to establish a system that would be an improvement
upon it, you did not proceed as your candidate for President
then said, as if you “did not know your own minds,” because
you were “certain of your ground.” Yes; as certain of your
ground as you were when in that speech delivered at Washing-
ton Park, N. J., some time after, your same candidate for
President declared that that plaiform which you had adopted
at Baltimore was “mnot molasses with which to cateh flies,”
but was to be lived up to even though in the course of time
those who rebelled against it might “be hanged as high as
Haman.”

Your President “ knew his ground ” when he was a candidate.
You followed him faithfully, believing you knew your ground
when you destroyed the institution of protection and that
tariff board which the Republican Party had provided for the
ascertainment of tariff facts.

THE REPUBLICAN TARIFF IDEA.

Mark the difference. President Taft in his letter of accept-
ance on August 1, 1912, said:

The American people ma{nrest assured that should the Republican
Party be restored to power all legislative branches all the schedules
in the present tariff of which complaint is made will be subjected to
investigation and report by a competent and impartial tariff board,
and to the reduction or change which may be necessary to square the
rates with the facts.

Let us carry the contrast a little further. In your party
platform at Baltimore you declared against the constitutional
right of the Federal Government to impose or collect tariff
duties except for the purpose of revenue. You denounced the
Republican tariff system and appealed “ to the American people
to support us in our demand for a tariff for revenune only.”
The Republiean platform adopted at Chicago, on the other
hand, declared for protection as usual, and for information
that—
can best be obtained by an expert commission as to the large volume
of useful facts contained in the recent report of the Tariff Board.

The following quotation from the Republican platform is
highly illuminating at the present time:

The pronounced feature of modern industrial life is its enormous
diversification. 'To apply tariff rates justly to these changing condi-
tions uires closer study and more scientific methods than ever
before, he Republican Party has shown its creation of a Tari
Board its recognition of this situation and its determination to De
equal to 1t. We condemn the Democratic Party for its failure either to
provide funds for the continuance of this board or to make some other

rovision for securing the information requisite for intelligent tariff
egislation. We protest against the Democratic method of legislating
on these vitally important subjects without careful investigation,

CUTTING DOWN OUR INDUSTRIES.

Thus the issue was joined upon which the campaign of 1912
was fought out. Your candidate, observing the destruction of
the Republican Tariff Board, * knew his ground.” We prom-
ised to restore that Tariff Board in order that the President
and the Congress might ascertain the facts upon which to base
the legislation which would bring sufficient revenue into the
Treasury to run the country without internal taxes. But
your President, who knew his mind, and who said your plat-
form was “not molasses to catch flies,”” was not eonvinced.
He “ knew his ground ” when he came into the House of Repre-
sentatives on the 8th of April, 1913, to deliver his first mes-
sage from the *throne,” He held the same views then that

he held when he was a candidate. He was not yet prepared
-

to “flop™ on the guestion of the Tariff Commission, for with -
respect to the situation he then said:

Only new principles of action will save us from a final hard crystalli-
gzation of monopoly and a complete loss of the influences that quicken
entagprm and keep independent energy alive. It is plain whag' those
prineiples must be. We must abolish everything thag bears even the
semblance of privilege or of any kind of artificial advantage, and put
our business men and producers under the stimulation of a constant
necessity to be efficient, economical;, and en rising, masters of com-
petitive supremacy, be workers and mer ts than any in the
world. Aside from the duties laid upon articles which we do not, and
probably can not, preduce, therefore, and the duties lald upon luxuries
and merely for the sake of the revenues they yield, the object of the
tariff duties henceforth lald must be effective competition, the whetting
of American wits by contest with the wits of the rest of the world.

THE TRADE COMMISSION INCIDENT.

Your President, now enthroned in his high office, still did not
change his mind. Experience in the raising of revenues, with
the Treasury fast running low, even did not make him change
his mind, for out yonder at Indianapolis a year or so ago the
Preadident made another address, in which he told of the effective-
ness of the Demoeratic tariff for revenue system. That was the
address in which he reminded the country that the Republican
Party had had no new ideas for 30 years, and was competent
only “to sit upon the lid.” That was when he told the country
that in this matter of exercising jurisdiction over the tariff
rates he had “put one over ns"” on the Republican side by
“ glipping into” the Trade Commission bill a provision which
gave it ample powers.

We had been told in a discussion in the House, and we knew it
for a fact, that in abolishing the Republican Tariff Board the
Democratic Party relied for its influence upon the Bureau of
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, which it created as an ex-
cuse for abolishing the Bureau of Manufactures. The elaim
upon your side then was that you had full authority to ascertain
tariff facts. You reiterated your claim under your trade-comn-
mission bill, and the President reasserted it yonder in Indian-
apolis; but it must be recalled that neither you nor he had then
prepared to flop. .

SPEECH AT INDIANAPOLIS.

In that remarkable speech at Indianapolis, the President,

speaking of the “ seientific handling of the tariff question,” said:

That kind of science I do not care to know anything about, except
enough to stop it. Buat if by sclentific treatment of the tariff they
mean adjustment to the actual trade conditions of America and the
world, then 1 am with them; and I want to call their attention—for
though thg voted for it tha{p:p?.rently have not noticed it—to the
fact that the bill which crea the new Trade Co on does that
very thing. We were at pains to see that it was put in there. That
commiseion is authorized and empowered to- ing into and report
to Congress not onl{l upon all the conditions of trade in this country,
but upon the conditions of trade, the cost of manufacture, the cost
of transportation—all the things that enter into the tion of the
tariff—in forel couatries as well as in the United States, and inte
all those questions of foreign combinations which affect international
trade between Europe and the United States. It has the full ers
which wllllmfuide Congress in the scientific treatment of questions of
internatio trade.

It was not thought necessary, even for political purposes, to
change front on the “ scientific ” and * efficiency " tariff platform
at that time. Assured Democratic methods were good enougi.
The administration had ample authority to do as it pleased.

WHO ‘ PUT ONE. OVER *'?

“ Full powers.” Why, if you did not have it before, this pro-
vision that the President suggests was “ put over as” on this
side of the House in the passage of the trade commission bill
gave you ample power. The President asserted it and reasserted
it. He *“ knew his ground.” But—

Being by profession a schoolmaster—

He says—

I am glad 1o point that out to a class of uninstrncted Republicans,
though I have nct always taught in the primary grade.

No, sir; the President was no novice at this tariff business. It
was not new to him. He was “ a schoolmaster " who had taught
yonder at Princeton; he had told the boys about it, aml they
believed if.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa and Mr. ADAMSON rose.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania, Yes; I will yield to the gentle-
man from Iowa. .

Mr. ADAMSON. I justwanted to say, Mr. Chairman——

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. If the gentleman from Georgia will
pardon me, the gentleman from Pennsylvania yielded to me.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I will gladly yield to the gen-
tleman from Georgia in a moment.

Mr. ADAMSON. And I will yield to the gentleman from Iown,
and with pleasure.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. The President uses the expression that
the Republicans, though they voted for it, did not know it.
As T remember that matter, when the provision was considered
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by the House there was an elaborate discussion. Am I not cor-
rect about it?
THE SCHOOLMASTER DEFENDED.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes. There was an elaborate
discussion, and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Manx~N] made a
very strong speech on this proposition, in which it will be found
that the gentleman from Minnesota, Mr. Stevens, had some-
thing to do with the introduction of that paragraph in the
Trade Commission bill, And I think, if the record be brought
forth, it will be found that the President had nothing to do
with that provision, but claimed it on his arrival at Indianapolis.

Now I yield to my friend from Georgia.

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, the extended conversation
hetween the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania and
the equally distinguished gentleman from Iowa has removed me
from the context where I wished to make a remark to the gen-
tleman. [Laughter.] Was the gentleman alluding to the fact
that our distinguished Executive was the schoolmaster? If so,
I wish to remind him of the old adage that the schoolmaster is
abroad in the land, and to remember that on election day he
will be still more prevalent in the land. [Applause on the Demo-
cratic side.]

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. If that is the opinion down in
Georgia, T fear it does not prevail throughout the country ; but
the President will probably know more ubout it when he re-
turns from the stumping tour he is now conducting with the
view of convincing the people differently.

Mr. ADAMSON. Ob, the gentleman need not he timorous.

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from Georgia
has more fear than the gentleman from Pennsylvania has., I
think the discussion has become so hot at this particular point
that the geatleman from Georgia will probably not pursue the
discussion furtner.

THINKS THE PRESIDENT WILL BE REELECTED.

Mr. ADAMSON. Will the gentleman yield again?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvanin. Yes; of course.

Mr. ADAMSON. I want to say to my friend that my fears
are all imaginary, and not like those on his part; and I have not
only hope but faith, which is the substance of things hoped for.
And I am not iike the old negro preacher whom the genial gen-
tleman from Alabama [Mr. Herrax] speaks about, who preached
a sermon at the funeral of a friend of somewhat doubtful life,
and said, “I do not know much about my friend, this old
nigger, but I hope he has gone where I am afraid he aint.,”
| Laughter.]

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I think I ecan say to the gen-
tleman, paraphrasing Mr, HEFLIN'S story, to which he has made
such happy allusion, that I have heard of instances where even
a Georgian could go awry as a political prophet. I think that
confidence in the future which the gentleman professes is not
indulged by Democracy generally, and particularly not by the
Representatives upon this side of the House.,

BUILDING UPF AGAINST REPUBLICANS,

Mr. Chairman, we were discussing the manner in which the
President and the Demoeratic Party had built up their case as
ngainst the Repoblican tariff board. They had reached that
point where they had no hesitaney about asserting the com-
pleteness and the efficiency of their laws to administer the
tariff as they saw fit and as they thought would produce the
revenue necessary to run the country. But now the sad second
chapter of that story may be opened up in a reference to the
financial figures, which, after all, are the best test of the efli-
ciency of an administration. The whole issue between the
Republicans and the Demoerats in the last campaign was as to
the method of raising revenue. We contended that it should be
raised by taxing the foreigner upon the goods he sent into the
United States, thus protecting Ameriean labor and Ameriean
husiness men by keeping wages high here and not compelling
them to go to the foreign level. We contended that we could
raise this revenue at the customhouses, and that it would re-
lieve the people of the burden of internal taxation, such as
income tax and a war tax, and things of that kind, which the
Democrats have been forced to resort to in order to save their
faces. And we could have done so, but the people believed the
prophets of the economiec evil that was to come.

THE CHANGE ON THE SURFACE.

From day to day, under the Democratic system, the Treasury
reports show that the tariff-for-revenue policy initiated by the
President, and which he stood for even up to his Indianapolis
speech, was not effective; on the contrary, it foreed internal
taxation, forced heavy burdens upon the backs of the people,
and took away the employment of hundreds of thousands un-
der the operation of the law despite the accident of the

European war. But, Mr. Chairman, “the proof of the pud-
ding,” even though distasteful, “is in the eating of it,” and
over the surface of the Democratic moon has come a change.
The tariff-for-revenue system is not productive, and the Presi-
dent has come to view the situation in a different light than
that which illumined his thought in that rather chipper speech
at Indianapolis. The Secretary of Commerce, that Secretary
who probably wrote the word * efficiency ” in the President’s
first message delivered here from “ the throne "—that Secretary
who seemed to think we could live upon bookkeeping in this
country.
BOOKKEEPING AND TAXES.

Bookkeeping and formality and supervision which even the
smallest employer of labor might comprehend as readily as the
greatest corporation ; that Secretary who was keeping in touch
with the Treasury conditions, and who had taken a good deal
of the burden of the criticism of the administration, had begun
to recognize, in his public utterances at least, that all the harm
which business felt was overtaking it was not seriously in-
tended. Cognizant, doubtless, of the recommendations of the
Secretary of the Treasury in favor of new forms of internal
taxation, the Secretary of Commerce came forward with a
statement of the customs revenues which was most alarming,
The administration may have “ known its ground ” on the tariff
question, and it may have stood to its guns, but the last horn
was about to blow. In a confidential statement to the news-
papers, released January 20, Mr. Secretary Redfield, of the
Department of Commerce, said:

Decreased customs revenues In the fiscal year 1915 clearly reflect
the influence of war.

Ah, when it comes to political economy and the issue be-
tween the two great parties, how imposing is the influence
of the European war! The European war, it “is but to
langh”! The damage was done before the European war
opened. The great loss of employment involving hundreds of
thousands; the great loss to business, involving billions of
dollars in this country, were all effected before the first shot
was fired over yonder in Belginum territory; but the Secretary,
like all loyal Democrats, holds to the apology. It is the easiest
way out.

LOSSES BEFORE THE WAR.

But the Secretary says:

The influence of war, which operated to cut off imports gvnpmllf.
and especially merchandise from urOPo, the leading sources of dutiable
goods, and then our cutoms revenues in 1914—

Says the Secretary of Commerce, the efficiency expert of the
administration—
amounted to $283,700,000, a decrease of $28,700,000, or less than 10
per cent, when compared with 1913. In the following year, under war,
they fell to $205,800,000, being $78,700,000, or 274 per cent below the
total for 1914.

Is it any wonder they were disturbed about revenues, with free
imports piling up apace? The Secretary was not speaking of
imports which came in free, and which have continued through-
out the war to compete with American goods and American labor.
He was not telling us of the inrush of foreign-made goods de-
spite the war and during the war in foreign countries, that kept
flooding our shores, from which no revenue was being derived.
He was just telling us of the dead-cold loss in dollars and cents
that was resulting from the continued attempt to establish a
tariff-for-revenue policy on such goods as did pay and that policy
was breaking down. [Applause on the Republican side.] ;

There was a loss of 10 per cent in revenues in 1913, but the
President was not yet scared. He was not yet ready to flop ; but
in 1914, when the figures were all brought to the front, and it was
found that the loss during that year was not 10 per cent, but 273
per cent in revenues, then the President began to think, and then
he began to send for the Democratic leaders, and then he began
to talk to the big interests of the country as well as to the little
interests and tell them to be still.

CALMING TIHE TURBULEXT SPIRITS.

It was time to stop the storm that was brewing. After the
President had told the people that their trouble was only
“ psychological " he began to tell them to be at ease and peace
with the world; that the business interests need give themselves
no concern. Even the Attorney General told them that, under
the inspiration of the chambers of commerce of the United States.

‘Apparently the great Democratic leader was getting ready to

flop; the bare, cold, financial facts were so dead against him
that it became necessary to go to the country with some sort
of a program and endeavor to explain the situation.

The President is now on his journey; he will tell his story
to the people. But wait a minute! Before he left the Capital,
and we have the newspaper reports of this morning to prove it,
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there was a conference of Democratic leaders at the White
House. The President sent for the Democratic leader of the
House, the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. KrrcHixn], and
in consequence of that interview we have the declaration this
morning that the new policy upon which the administration is
about to embark includes legislation for a tariff commission on
lines similar to the Republican tariff commission that was de-
stroyed by the Demoecratic Party when it came into this House.
We are to have a Democratie tariff commission despite the fact
that we have a Democratic Burean of Foreign and Domestic
Commerce, which was to supply the needs of a tariff board, and
totally unmindful of the creation of an expensive Federal Trade
Commission, into whose organic law the President, at Indian-
apolis, indicated there had been slipped a provision giving the
administration ample power to make the investigation and
reports desired.
ARE THE DEMOCRATS UNITED?

Has the President flopped in making this declaration? And
in flopping has he carried the entire Democracy with him? My
distinguished friend from Georgia [Mr. Apaxmson] seems to
think that the Democrats will stand unitedly behind the Presi-
dent upon this proposition. Why, Mr. Chairman, we had some
evidence of how unitedly they stand together upon any proposi-
tion in the discussion of the child-labor bill upon this floor
vesterdny. We had an evidence of the manner in which they
will stand fogether upon any proposition, when we discussed
the good-roads bill for three or four days, and found them
beautifully disunited, some for economy and some for expendi-
ture, some for the President and some against.

So, with reference to the tariff commission, we find in the
declaration of the leading Democratic paper of the city of
Philadelphia, and one of the best in the country, this explanation
of the interview betwéen the President of the United States
and the Democratic House leader, somewhat reluctant methinks,
to- discuss the problem with his chief. ’

THE PAXIC () OF 1007.

Mr. HOWARD. Will my friend from Pennsylvania yield?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania
yield to the gentleman from Georgia?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I will yield.

Mr. HOWARD. I hold in my hand a statement from a
Republican paper in which it gives the increase of wages of
thousands of wage earners in this country from plate glass to
cotton mills, a voluntary increase from 5 to 20 per cent. This
is the first time I have known of a voluntary raise of wages.
Can the gentleman give any reason why these great industrial
plants have increased wages when there are such depressed
conditions as he speaks of ?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Certainly I can.

I will not

run away from the guestion put by the gentleman, but before

answering him I would like to ask the gentleman if the inerense
in the lines that he gives with respect to employment and in-
creases of wages, prevailed during the pendency of the Under-
wood tariff law, from October 13, 1913, until August 1, 1914,
when the war broke out in Europe? [Applause on the Republi-
can side.]

Mr. HOWARD. In reply to the gentleman, I will say that

neither did they exist in 1907 when I saw 30,000 men in Pitts-
burgh walking the sireets begging for bread. [Applause on the
Democratic side.]

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That is fine. I expected that
some Demoerat would applaud, and I see that three did applaud.
That panic of 1907 is the only thread that the Democrats have
to hang their hats upon, and that was not a tariff panic. [Ap-
plause on the Republican side.]

Mr. HOWARD. I want to say to my friend in reply——

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania.
start with the Knickerbocker Trust Co. in New York, a financial
institution? And have not the Democrats cited it ever since as

a tariff panic when as a fact the tariff had absolutely nothing.

to do with it? WIill the gentleman from Georgia answer that,
and will the Democrats applaud his answer?
Mr, HOWARD. One thing I can not explain—
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I know the gentleman ecan
not, and that is the trouble. [Laughter on the Republican side.]
A CONTRAST OF TARIFF CONDITIONS.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania
yield further to the gentleman from Georgia? .

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. - I am glad to yield. I think
this is a subject on which the country ought to be enlightened
and its memory refreshed. It is the richest morsel that the
Democrats ever got hold of although it is entirely apart from
the tariff gquestion.

Did not that great trouble.

Mr. HOWARD. I am very much interested in what the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania says, for he is one of the few Repre-
sentatives who is always pleasant, and because he is always so
fair. I would like to ask him if he believes that the Underwood
tariff bill was responsible for the conditions in 1914 when it
never went into full operation in that year, and does he believe
that the Payne-Aldrich tariff bill would have produced any more
revenue?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Oh, yes. I will answer the
gentleman, and T want the indulgence of the House while I do
it. TFor months prior to the passage of the Underwood bill there
was fear and dread throughout the whole length and breadth
of the land in all business circles, and particularly where labor
was employed.

WHY THERE WAS STAGXATION.

It was believed there would be such a slash in the industries
of the country as to practically put them out of business. Men
everywhere who had capital invested, who had pay rolls to make
good, who had to meet workmen face to face were perturbed;
everywhere these men were beginning to retrench, preparing, as
it were, for the disaster which they expected to come. And long
bafore the bill was actually enacted into law mills were closing
up, men going out of employment, because the new conditions
were to be so harsh and unfavorable that ordinary common sense
dictated self-preservation of business and fireside. When fin-
ally the law was enacted most of the damage had been done.
It continued, however, with unabated fury until the expiration
of nine months after the passage of the law, when there was a
loss of billions in the business in the country. Other countries
begzan to pick up in their industries. They were taking courage
out of our misfortunes and our markets were opened to them.
I do not exaggerate when I say that workmen began to leave'
the United States and obtain employment in Canada and Europe,
while men at home began to walk the streets.

It is absolutely true, and I am glad the gentleman has given
me an opportunity to answer, that our imports were increased.
At the same time the exports were falling off at such a rate
that it was bringing distress and wretchedness to our farms as
well ns to our industries, and it was mighty fortunate that the
administration, responsible for bringing it about, had the
European war to fall back upon when the crash came.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Will the gentleman yield?

X0 PROTECTION FROM DUMPING.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania
yield to the gentleman from Washington?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I de.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Is it not a fact that millions of dollars
worth of goods were dumped on American markets immediately
after the passage of the tariff bill, putting a great many fac-
tories out of business?

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania. That is absolutely true, and
although the Democrats had an antidumping clause originally
in their bill, they took it out. To-day, however, we hear that
along with their proposition to give us a tariff board they pro-
pose to restore the antidumping clause to save that situation.

Mr. HOWARD. Will the gentleman yield for one more
question?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes.

Mr. HOWARD. If that statement of the genfleman is true,
why is it that the American products to-day are selling as
high as they ever sold in our country?

WHEN PEOPLE STOP BUYING.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Because—and it is well for
the gentleman to know this—the war in Europe did not have
everything to do with it, as the gentleman thinks. It was by
reason of that fear and dread in the industrial world in antici-
pation and due fo the actual operation of the Underwood tarift
law that men ceased to manufacture, men ceased to buy; the
country merchants did not come to town, the purchasing agents
went out of business, and everything ran down to bedrock.

It will be recalled that merchants ran out of stock, mills
were not making anything, we were down at the heel, and the
time had come when some of the importations from the foreign
countries having been checked by reason of the war, we had
begun to manufacture again. We had run out and had to start
again, The industries picked up, to be sure. But that is not
all: the cotton industry in the South got very busy after its
panic of 63 cents, and the people began to discuss manufac-
turing cotton in the Unifed States, which was encouraged here
during the war, when cotton was kept out of Germany, as it
was never encouraged by the Democratic Party in normal
times. And then, again munitions of war were demanded of

the United States and the industries began making munitions
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of war; that gave men employment. Good wages were paid,
because we got back from Europe a good deal of our money;
but I am afraid it is no compliment to the Democratic Party
to say that the prosperity that has come from the manufacture
of munitions of war is a real or substantial prosperity. That
kind of prosperity will go just as soon as the war in Hurope
closes; it will be all over then; and when it is over God help
the United States if we must still operate under the Demo-
cratie low-tariff law. [Applause on the Republican side.]
RAISES THE IMMIGRATION QUESTION.

Mr. HOWARD. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield for
a question?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Certainly.

Mr. HOWARD. As I understand the gentleman, of course
he is in favor of the importation of foreigners to this country,
for he has always voted against any immigration bill.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I have made myself clear on
that. I have opposed the literacy test, which is not a test of
morality, which is no test of the capacity of a man to work,
which is no test of his readiness to labor in the United States
for a better position for himself under our laws and Constitu-
tion. That is all.

Mr. HOWARD. The gentleman believes in free trade so far
as Jabor is concerned?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Not at all.
restrictive immigration law which I approve.

Mr. HOWARD. But a high tariff so far as the products of
labor are concerned?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. As to the products of foreign
labor competing with the products of American labor, yes.

Mr. HOWARD. That is the gentleman's record.

ILLITERACY NOT IMMORAL,

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I have voted against the lit-
eracy test, but when you bring a bill in here that has so many
problems involved in it that no one can vote for or against the
literacy test without voting the bill up or down I would rather
take the safe side of the question and vote against the bill than
to punish innocent and deserving human flesh and blood. I have
contended that we ought to give the worthy and law-abiding im-
migrant a chance for his “white alley” in the United States,
[Applause on the Republican side.]

Mr. HOWARD. Will the gentleman yield again?

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes,

Mr. HOWARD. Would not the gentleman vote against any
bill that would even tend to restrict foreign immigration to
this country, no matter of what class? )

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Not necessarily. I wounld vote
for an immigration bill that proposes to keep out anarchists or
other trouble makers. But that, as the gentleman knows, is al-
ready covered by law. Why, of course, I would vote to keep
out the eriminal, the unfit, the dissolute——

Mr. HOWARD. But that is the law mnow.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I know it is the law, and the
new thing in the bill that you have presented to us and ask us
to vote for, and which is the matter of difference, puts against
the foreigner who is willing to toil and behave as a useful citi-
zen in this country, a bar, because he can not read or write.
I say reading is no moral test; it is no test of the worth of a
man; the forefathers of many of us possibly came into this
couniry unable fo read or write. The question is one of hu-
manity, of conserving human flesh and blood.

A HINT AT ONE TERM.

Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I yield to the gentleman from
Nebraska. f

Mr. SLOAN. I trust the gentleman will not close his ad-
mirable speech until he says something more on the subject of
flopping. We heard the authoritative statement on this floor,
for the first time I think, that the next to the last plank of
the Baltimore platform should be repealed. This is an an-
nouncement in the form of a prediction that the present Execu-
tive will succeed himself—a repeal and repudiation of that
historic plank. The prediction of the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations [Mr. Froop] announcing the most
modern flop either of the Executive or the platform itself on
the second-term proposition must be authoritative. It should
find a place in the gentleman’s speech.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman, as I observed
a moment ago, not intending to interrupt him in the course of
his question, is a mind reader, for he knows exactly what I
was about to say.

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes, !

We have much

" Mr. HILL. Has the gentleman forgotten the emphatic decla-
ration contained in a letter to Col. Evans, in Philadelphia, by
the President of the United States as to the sufficiency of the
trade commission?

THOUGHT TRADE COMMISSION BUFFICIENT.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The President of the United
States did write a letter to Mr. Evans, of Philadelphia, express-
ing entire confidence in the sufficiency of the tariff clauses of the
trade commission bill ; but of course this was before the flop of
the day before yesterday.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes.

Mr, LONGWORTH. I will ask the gentleman if he will be
good enough to read section 3 of the bill which I introduced
enrly in December, it being the bill which in 1913 passed both
Houses of Congress, with a solid Republican vote, to provide for
a tariff eommission. If he will read section 3, which provides
for the duties of that board, he will see whether there is any
difference whatever between that and what the President of the
United States recommends to-day in his letter to Mr. KrrcHIN.

LIKE THE LONGWORTH BILL.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I think, without reading it
carefully, because I do not want to consume the time, that every-
thing contained in this paragraph is contained in the President’s
newest suggestion. The President is a schoolmaster, as he stated
in his Indianapolis speech, and it is just possible that he or
some of his friends may have seen this Republican provision
before they made their Democratic suggestion.

Mr. LONGWORTH. I think it will be worth while for the
gentleman to read that section into his speech. If is short.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Very well, I will take the
gentleman's word for it. This is a bill introduced by Mr.
LoxgworTH on December 6, 1915, being H. R. 154, to create a
tariff commission. Section 3 reads as follows:

Sec. 3. That it shall be the duty of said commission to Investigate
the cost of groduction of all articles which by any act of Congress now
in force or hereafter enacted are made the subject of tariff legislatiom,
with special reference to the prices paid domestic and foreign labor
and the prices paid for raw materials, whether domestic or imported,
entering Into manufactured articles, producers’ prices and retail prices
of commodities, whether domestic or impor e condition of domes-
tic and foreign markets affecting the Ameriean produets, inclu
detailed information with respect thereto, tos::‘ther with all other
facts which may be necessary or convenient in ing import duties or
in aiding the President and other officers of the Government in the
administration of the custom lawsL and sald commission shall also
make investigation of any such subjeet whenever directed by elther
House of Congress,

In commenting on that, I want to say that while this bill
is the work of Mr. LoNncworTH, my colleague from Ohio, it has
an extremely familiar sound, and since the utterance from the
White House as published to-day sounds just as deep-dyed
Republican as it does Democratie, showing how great minds
work along, after all, in the same groove.

ABANDONED, ROT FLOPPED.

I was saying a moment ago when interrupted by some one
that there was a grave question of doubt as to whether the
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Apamson] was accurate in his
statement that all the Democrats would stand behind the Presi-
dent, and that as a result of his tour of the country it would be
found that with one voice they would rise up and demand the
reelection of Mr. Wilson.

The Democratic Philadelphia Record, from which I started to
quote, the leading exponent of its party in the great Common-
wealth of Pennsylvania, a hornet in the side of Republicans,
and which has a very bright man obtaining its news from the
White House and sending it over to Philadelphia every day, has
this to say with respect to this phase of Democratic unity :

In proposing the creation of an independent board to investigate
customs methods and tarif needs and report its recommendations to
Congress along the lines described on December 8—

It does not say “ flopped "—
the President has abandoned the project most favored by him for the
present project.

CHANCING BY DEGREES.

Now, the President was once for one project, but he has
“abandoned " that project, and now he is for another project;
but it is explained without using the word the gentleman from
Texas unfortunately threw into this discussion a little while
ago—the offensive word “flopped "—that—

He was then of the opinion that the tariff diverced from

could be
tical influences b, the powers of the Foreign and Domes-
¢ Trade Bureau Mytﬂ-er%:gnt of Commerce.

That is when he held the other view—the view entertained
at the time he made the Indianapolis speech.
This plan—
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Says the Record—

was favored at the time by Secretary of the Treasury McAdoo and
Secretary Redfield, who, in common with a number of the President's
other advisers, opposed the suggestion to confer the necessary powers
to initiate tariff i1evision upon the Federal Trade Commission,

COMMISSION DID XOT MEASURE UF.

Apparently there were three steps in this transaction: First,
the abolition of the Republican Tariff Board; second, the crea-
tion of the Democratic Interstate and Foreign Commerce Bu-
reau: and then a Democratic Federal Trades Commission. But
the writer continues:

This commission, according to Democratic leaders, has not fulfilled
the expectations that prompted its creation.

This is the one, as the President observed at Indianapolis,
he put over on us. Now, it does not appear to be satisfactory.
Something further is needed :

The new plan will segregate the tariff in the proposed board. In this
way it is the belief of the President—

Perhaps this method is a little more “ psychological " ; may be
a little more efficient. If we could “ segregate ” the tariff from
Congress through the proposed board, we might get another
start and fool the people a third or fourth time. *“ Segrega-
tion ” might then take the place so lately occupied by * psycho-
logical.” The new plan will segregate the tariff in the proposed
board. Says the writer:

In this way, it is the belief of the President, his aim to perfect the
Underwood tariff law purely upon the basis of merit, and not because of
political influences, can be best accomplished.

“ PERFECTING " THE LOW-TARIFF LAW.

Note the language, “ perfect the Underwood tariff law,” as if
from the Democratic viewpoint that law is not already perfect.
But do not stop with “ perfecting ”” the law. Bear in mind that
this new tariff board which is to aid in perfecting the law is
to be devoid of political influence. We are to have a tariff
board appointed by a Democratic President, which is to deal
with the tariff on merit and without regard to politics. That is
at least helpful.

Now, here is something that I almost hesitate to read,
although I think it ought to be read here, so the House can
understand the inappropriateness of the suggestion of the gen-
tleman from Georgia that all Democrats will stand together.
It says:

Leader KiTcHIN did not subscribe to this view—

That is to say. this segregation view—
during his talk with the President regarding it this morning.

This disclosure violates no rule of the House, because it is
published in a newspaper, and I have a right to read it in my
time.

Leader KircHix did not subscribe to this view during his talk with
the Presldent regarding it this morning—

Evidently the gentleman from Norih Carolina, who is now
upon the floor, did not want to go into the segregation business
so far as it affected the tariff. That is the statement of our dis-
tinguished friend from North Carolina as it is given here, and
he, of course, may answer this in his own time if he so sees fit.

In fact, he asked to be relieved from the management of the measure
on the ground that he had always opposed

A SLIGHT DIFFERENCE BETWEEN LEADERS,

That is to say, it is now the second or third proposition that
the President had after he had enunciated his suggestion that
they knew where they stood and the platform was not made to
“ catch flies.”

And Mr. Kircnix asked to be relieved from the management of the
measure on the ground that he had always opposed such a proposition.

He was consistent. The gentleman from North Carolina ap-
parently did not “ flop” on the guestion, and frankly told the
President so.

That he had always opposed such a proposition in the past and had
led the fight against President Taft's recommendation for such an insti-
tation in 1908,

There you have it. There is the position of one great leader
on the Democratic side and another great leader on the Demo-
cratic side; one willing to flop and change several times and the
other endeavoring to be consistent and stand his ground so that
he might not be accused of being * molasses with which to catch
flies.” [Applause on the Republican side.]

But listen to this:

As a way out of this difficulty he suggested to the President that Con-
gressman Hexry T. RaiNey, of Illinois, who is the next ranking member
of the Ways and Means Committee, be given charge of the legislation,

ILLINOIS SUPPLIES THE CHAMPION,
Now, there it is. Everyone who knows the amiable gentle-
man from Illinois knows that he is a determined advocate of the
policy of tariff for revenue only ; that he dislikes protection and

a tariff in general, though he has made himself a master of the
subject. - And what does Mr. RaiNey do? According to this
report, after it has been suggested that Mr. Rarxey should re-
lieve Mr. KrrcHIN of the arduous task which the President was
trying to impose upon the gentleman from North Carolina, this
paper says:

The President assented and will have a talk with the Illinois Con-
gressman in a day or so.

[Applause on the Republican side.]

And then we have it straight from the shoulder—

RAINeY this afternoon indicated his readiness to undertake the com-
mission,

So now, in the course of these rather desultory remarks upon
a rather dry subject, we find that the leader of the Democracy
in the House, our distinguished and eloguent friend from
North Carolina, will not follow the President in the * about-
face " movement with respect to a tariff board, but that gently
but firmly he unloads upon the distinguished and forceful gen-
tleman from Illinois, who, at the behest of the President, will
take up the task, The Lord be with him! [Laughter and ap-
plause on the Republican side.]

DO THOSE WHO FLOP LEAD?

In conclusion, gentlemen, with respect to the suggestions
thrown out by my friend from Texas [Mr. Dies], who continues
to preside with grace and dignity over the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union, I think it is fair to
say that “he who flops will not always lead.” [Applause on
the Republican side.]

Why, Mr. Chairman, flopping is not new on the other side of
the House. For instance, there was the flop on the plank writ-
ten into the Democratic platform of Baltimore promising free
tolls to American ships through the American-paid-for canal.
That was a plank put there to stay until the day of judgment.
It was not * molasses with which to catch flies.” But we saw
in due eourse that our Democratic friends came in with pallor
on their faces, indicating that the President, after minute study
of the international problems involved, had induced them, for
the safety and preservation of the Nation, as they saw it, to
vote against their own platform and charge Americans just as
much as they charge any foreigners for using their own canal.
And they did that to us good and hard. Then came the sugges-
tioa from the Democratic convention at Baltimore that the ex-
travagance of a Republican Congress should be abolished and
that Democratic simplicity of expenditure should prevail ; and it
came shortly thereafter out of the mouths of the Democratic
leaders themselves, raising their hands to high heaven in
expostulation against the aggrandizement of their own Memn-
bers, unable to check their wild horses seeking appropriations,
that their Congress had been the most extravagant in the his-
tory of the Nation, and there never had been anything like unto
it during the administration of the Republican Party. [Ap-
plause on the Republican side.]

THE COXSISTENCY OF DEMOCRATS.

Mr. DAVIS of Texas. Will the gentleman yield?
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I yield to the gentleman from

Texas, s

Mr. DAVIS of Texas. Does not the gentleman know that
universal consistency is the sole virtue of idiots?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I think that is the trouble
with the Democratic Party. It is too infernally consistent on
some questions and too inconsistent on others.

Mr. LENROOT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes.

Mr., LENROOT. I would like to ask the gentleman if he is
in favor of a nonpartisan tariff commission? )

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. If you can find a nonpartisan
tariff commission, I am in favor of it. [Applause,]

Mr. LENROOT. One other guestion——

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I think I ecan quote the
Speaker of this House—

Mr. LENROOT. I would like to ask one other question.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, how much time
have I remaining?

The CHATRMAN. Six minutes.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I yield to the gentleman from
Wisconsin.

RESERVING THE RIGHTS OF CONGRESS.

Mr. LENROOT. I would like to ask the gentleman if he is
in favor of that kind of a tariff commission that the Republican
side of this House has stood for in the past?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I have no objection to a tariff
board that ascertains the facts and gives both the President
and Congress such information as will enable them to properly
adjust the tariff rates. I hope that answers the gentleman.
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Mr. LENROOT. I would like an answer to my question.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I have answered the gentle-
man. The gentleman may differ as to the meaning of the term
“board " -or the term * commission.” From my point of view
there is very little difference between the two terms. As inter-
preted by the Republicans heretofore and the Democrats now,
there is abselutely mo difference. They propose, under the

- ‘Constitution, to ascertain the facts and report to Congress, and

let Congress attend to its business of fixing the rates.

Mr. LENROOT. 1 was in good faith——

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I know it.

IS A TARIFF BOARD NONPARTISANT

Mr. LENROOT. I want to know the gentleman’s position—
whether he is in favor of the kind of legislation, with reference
to a tariff commission or tariff beard—it is immaterial which
wou call it—that the Republican side of this House has stood
for and voted for?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I say to the gentleman this,
that I am in faver of any kind of a board or eommission that
will ascertain the facts and send to the House the information
that ‘it is necessary for the House to have in order to exercise
its constitutional duty of fixing the rates equitably.

Mr. LENROOT. Certainly. That answers my question.

Mr. WHEELER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes.

Mr. WHEELER. I desire to ask the gentleman if a law
should be passed by which a tariff commission should be ap-
pointed, and it should bLe appeointed by President Wilson, do
you believe that our present tariff law would be very materially
<hanged?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 1 scarcely think so, if it is
what some gentlemen think it will be—a partisan commission,
because it would be impossible for the President of the United
‘States to appoint an impartial tariff board. It is not the his-
tory of the President of the United States that he has ever devi-
ated from his party line. In every instance where he has ap-
pointed commissions—these expense-eating commissions, these
revenue-burning commissions -of recent date—he has appointed
Democrats, and some of them have had trouble in finding some-
thing to de.

DEMOCRATIC APPROVAL OF REPUBLICAN BOARD. 4
AMr. COOPER of Wisconsin, Will the gentleman yield? 4
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I have only a few minutes.
Mr. OOOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I move that the.

gentleman have five minutes additional time.

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that the gentleman have five m!nutes more.

The CHATRMAN., The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr,
Coorer] agks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Penn- |
sylvania have five minutes additional time. Is there objection?
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none,

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Now, will the gentleman permlt
me to read at this point, as I think it will be apropos here, an |
wopinion by a wvery prominent Democrat of the Republiean .
Tariff Board and its work? :

Mr., MOORE of Pennsylvania. If the gentleman will keep'
aithin the five minutes.

WHEN THE CHEMICAL SCHEDULE WAS UP.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It is very brief. In a speech
whic¢h the gentleman, who is now Governor General of the
Philippine Islands, made in this House—-I refer to the Hon.
Burton Harrison—on the 19th of February, 1912, being in |
ch!:gge of the chemical schedule of the Underwood tariff, he
sai

But more than this, and in additi the Democratie membamhlp f
the Committee on Ways and Means f:’the g:rrepuntim this 'bill has N

-hild ﬂ:u]a benefit of the weport .of the Tariff Board on Schedule A. [Ap—
plause
The report of the Tariff Board conslsts of a glossary of the

graphs of the existing law and, In addition, an economic review o the
chemieal industry in the United States, in Canada, in France, in
land, and in Germany.’ The members of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee take this uppartl.mlty of expressing to the Tariff Board thefr
appreciation of the very valuable assistance which this report has ‘been |
to ‘them in the preparation of their bill.

That is a strong Democratic indorsement of the work of the
Ttepublican Tariff Board which they, however, saw fit to abolish
for purely partisan reasons. |

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I thank the gentleman from
Wisconsin for reminding the House of that very interesting
statement. 5

GATHERING THE FACTS FOR CONGRESS.

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes.

Mr. HILL. I will remind the gentleman that that is but an
informal opinion of one member of the committee, but if the
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genﬂananwﬂlexmlnethemportontheUnderwoodbulI
think he will find a distinet repudiation of all those statements
in the action taken on the part of the SBenate and on the part
of the House, that they did not utilize that information In
making up the tariff law.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I think, however, that does
not affect the statement read by the gentleman from Wisconsin,
which places on record the thoughts that were uppermost in the
minds of the chairmen of some of the subco of the
Committee on Ways and Means bringing the tariff bill into the
House; that without the information presented by the Re-
publican Tariff Board they would have been at sea in fixing
the various schedules.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, Will the gentleman permit an-
other interruption?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes.

Mr, COOPER of Wisconsin., They brought in, in two con-
secutive years, two chemical schedules, one of them purely ad
valorem and the other its opposite in principle, based upon
specific duties.

600D WORK OF REPUBLICAN POLICIES.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes, Mr. Chairman; another
flop. The gentleman from Wisconsin is -clear and he is right.
Not only did they bring in two bills on the chemical schedule,
but they also brought in various bills on various other schedules,
testing out and experimenting with the prosperity of the United
States. And if any Democrat finds fault to-day with any of us
for reminding them of those things, let it be said in the interest
of the people of the United States that, having brought them
up under a Republican system of protection as to tariff rates,
which imposed the burden of taxation upon the foreign manu-

facturers of competing commodities, and having brought the

country into a condition of happiness and domestic felicity such
as it had never known before, we rightfully resent the intrusion
upon that prosperity the experimentation of schoolmasters and
‘others who, by reason of their undermining legislative practices,
dragged it down and put the country for a time in the very
lowest depths of industrial despair. [Applause on the Repub-

| lican side.]

FINE ASSORTMENT OF FLOPS.
Now, as to this matter of the text furnished by the distin-

| guished gentleman from Texas [Mr. Dms], who presides over.

the committee, we have observed that there was a flop on the
| Panama Canal question. We have also observed that there was
a flop on the question of extravagance, and we all know there
was a complete flop and breach of promise in the matter of the
reduction of the high eost of living, because the eost of living
has gone up and soared higher and higher since the Demoecrats
have been in power.

There was also a breaking of the promise to the people that
the Democratic Party would relieve them of the burden of tax-
ation, because instead of taking off the burden of taxation they
have put on additional burdens, large and small, on the people
as individuals and otherwise, and they have put mpen business
such a system of inquisition and such a system of commission
government as was never known before. They have piled up
war taxes and stamp taxes such as would not have been tol-
erated under a Republican system. They have ‘flopped upon
every pledge that they made in the platform adopted at Balti-
more—sugar, the trusts, the tariff, and all—because their
policies, social, domestic, economiec, and financial, were wrong.
The effect of their failure has proven the absolute righteousness

{ of the Republican system of protection and of the Republican

system of building up and sustaining the industries of the
country.
THE SINGLE-TERM FPLANK.

But in still anether platform plank have they made a breach; on
another plank has the distinguished Democratic President and
party leader made & flop. It was not made when his letter of
acceptance of the Democratic national nomination and platform
was written. It was not made knewn until a few weeks age,
when the political gituation became so acute that the public had
to be informed whether the President of the United States
would again be a candidate for office or not.

Democracy knows, Republicanism knows, every man who
reads the newspapers knows, and certainly everyone who reads
the Commoner knows that the one-term plank put into the Demo-

| eratic national platform wwas not “ molasses intended to eatch

flies.” That plank meant business. There was a gentleman out
in Nebraska whe wrote that platform with malice aforethought.
{ [Laughter.] The President knew what that political plank was,
There was a suggestion, formerly made, that some one out in
Nebraska was to be “ knocked into a cocked hat,” but instead of
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being “knocked into a cocked hat,” he was taken into camp as
a member of the Cabinet. But he did not stay in long; the one-
term plank was burning a hole in his ambition, and he wanted
to come out and talk to the people about it; he is now endeav-
ing to convince the people of the country that the one-term
plank was right.

DISAPPOINTING MR. BRYAN.

But the Democratic President was not in accord with the
gentleman from Nebraska on the one-term idea. - He said littie
about it, but a long time ago he wrote to a distinguished Demo-
erat and former Congressman in this House, Mr. A. Mitchell
Palmer, his views on the one-term situation. He thought the
people should determine such a question as Mr, Bryan wrote into
the Baltimore platform. Why did we not get that letter n year
ago? Why was it kept in Mr. Palmer’'s pocket from that time
down until this? Why did not the President authorize Mrv.
Palmer to publish that letter so that the country might have a
clean-cut understanding of his position? Perhaps some Demo-
crat will tell us, We got the letter only a couple of weeks ago.
In that letter we find discussed certain matters of public policy
and political insight which induced the President, having served
one term, to leave it up to the people as to whether he shall be
elected a second term. *

PRESIDEXT DID NOT PLEDGE.

Here is the last breach in the Democratic platform. We can
not blame the President for it, because in no published word can
we find any acceptance by him of the suggastion that the one-
term plank met with his approval. The Commoner lost no
opportunity to let the country know where it stood upon this
important matter both before and after the Baltimore con-
vention. It had small regard for the man who would run upon
a platform and not abide by its terms. But Mr. Wilson, the
Democratic nominee, was not baited. His leiter of acceptance
might be scanned from start to finish without revealing a
thought or line upon the plank that laid so close to the heart of
the Commoner’s distinguished editor. The letter to Mr. Palmer,
the publication of which was long deferred, was the first inkling
of the President's disbelief in the amiable thought of his erst-
while Secretary of State. It was the last * flop,” not so much
on the part of the President as on the part of those devoted fol-
lowers of Mr. Bryan, who have been persuaded that the Demo-
cratic platform was in error when it sought to limit the tenure
of a President to a single term.

WHEN REPUBLICANS COME BACK.

And now, Mr. Chairman, accepting the text of the eloquent
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Dies], let me suggest to our friends
on the other side that they may continue to *flop” among
themselves to their hearts’ content. Upon this side we are
standing pat upon the Republican doctrine of protection and
prosperity to the Nation, which we hope to restore when a con-
sistent Republican administration again takes up the reins of
office. [Applause on the Republican side.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania has expired.

Mr. RAINEY rose and was recognized.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, as a member of
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, I want to speak only five
or. ten minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman
from Wisconsin that he recognized the gentleman from Illinois
before the gentleman from Wisconsin indicated his desire to
speak.

Mr. RAINEY.
Wisconsin.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I am a member
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, entitled to the floor in my
own right, but I.do not care to exercise that right now.

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I can understand the diffi-
culties under which a standpat Republican like the gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moogre] labors in his attempt, even
in an hour and five minutes, to diseredit the President of the
United States. And I want to say to the gentleman, who is an
expert along that line, that he ean throw as much mud at the
President as he pleases; it will have no more effect upon the
President and upon his policies, and upon the things he stands
for in this country and before the world than the gentleman
could accomplish by throwing mud at the Washington Monu-
ment. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

I yield five minutes to the gentleman from

Speaking of flopping, I wonder if the gentleman from Penn- |.

sylvania is going to flop? I wonder if gentlemen on that side
are going to flop? Let me read from the campaign platform
adopted by the last national Republican convention, upon which

gentlemen on that side of the aisle were elected and upon
which they have been pretending to stand:

The pronounced feature of modern industrial life is its enormous
diversification. To apply tariff rates justly to these changing con-
ditions requires closer study and more sclentific methods than ever
before. The Republican Party has shown by its creation of a tariff
board its r ition of this situation and its determination to be
equal to it. We condemn the Democratic Party for its failure either
to provide funds for the continuance of this board or to make some
other lpmvmon for securing the information requisite for intelligent
tariff legislation., We protest against the Democratic method of legls-
ltti;.g;ng on these vitally important subjects without careful lnveetig -

Now, that is the Republican position. That is the platform
you will all stand on if you do not flop when this matter is
presented to you soon. I understand from the position taken
by the gentleman from DPennsylvania [Mr. Moore] that le
objects to the creation now of a nonpartisan tariff board, for
the reason that the Democrats are in control, and for that
reason it can not be nonpartisan ; and then he proceeds to show
that upon this question Democratic leaders are not united. He
proceeds to prove that our proposition is not partisan.

I want to say concerning the report made by our distinguished
former colleague in this House, Mr. Harrison, of New York,
now Governor General of the Philippine Islands, that those
bills which formed the nucleus of the Underwood tariff bill, and
which were framed in the Sixty-second Congress, were all
based on the reports of President Taft's tariff board, and we
sent some of those bills clear on up to President Taft, and
demonstrating this lack of consistency in the Republican Party,
he vetoed them. Yet every one of them could be defended by
simply ecalling attention to the collection of facts and data
appearing in the reports of that special tariff board.

Now, I want to say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
Moore] that I know the kind of a tariff commission he wants.
He does not propose to stand on this Republican national plat-
form. He proposes to stand upon the platform recently an-
nounced by his leader, the distinguished Senator from Pennsyl-
vania, who in his speech before the New England Club, of
Providence, R. I, on the 16th day of October, 1915, defined
his position, and speaking for the gentleman who has just
taken his seat [Mr. Moore], evidently also defined his position.
He said:

First get back a protective tariff, and then select & permanent tariff
commission.

That is the platform upon which Republican partisans upon
that side, blinded by partisanship, stand in this economic crisis
of our history as a Nation. That is the kind of a nonpartisan
tariff commission they want now. .

Here is the way some of the rest of these distingnished Repub-
lican leaders and certain Republican journals now stand. BEvery
one of them flops from this platform declaration of theirs which
I have just read, and here is the kind of a_platform they stand
on now. Here is an expression from the Manufacturers’ News,
last October:

The tariff commission idea has wniskers. Political pressure would
rule. The tariff can not be taken out of politics. The proposed commis-
sion would delay for two years a tariff revision.

Here is what the Hartford (Conn.) Courant said in Septem-
ber, 1915: &

It would be difficult to have a nonpartisan tariff commission. A tariff
commission works In Germany because there is no dispute as to the
protection principle there.

Here is the kind of a platform to which they have flopped
from the national Republican platform of two years ago, as ex-
pressed by the Muncie (Ind.) National Republican :

. If the tariff is taken out of polltics, it will be when free traders cease
firing on the American policy. We favor a tariff commission when there
has geen a prompt ugwud revision of the tariff after the inauguration of
another protectionist President.

Here i§ what the distinguished gentleman from California
[Mr. Hayes] said recently in the American Economist of Au-
gust 20, 1915. This is how he has flopped'from the nonpartisan
tariff-commission expressions of his Republican platform:

I am not in favor of such a commission as would b2 appointed by the
free trader now imthe White House.

The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. HurcHINsox] about
the same time, in fact in the same issue of the American
Economist, said:

The people want the Republican Party to revise the tarilf. There
are too many commissions.

Here is what the distinguished Senator from Washington,
Senator Joxes, said 6n August 13, 1915:

I am in favor of a commission to revise the tarif on a protective
standard. -
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Tlere is what the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore],
who has just taken his seat, said on the 6th day of August,
1915, in the American Economist:

The question can not be answered
partizan tarlff commission is possible,

Here is what the American Economist said in July, 1915:

. The tariff-commission idea is a fallacy. It is all right in Germany,
because the policy of protection prevails there—

And so on.

That is the platform upon which Republicans stand now
who are blinded by partisanship. That is how they have
flopped from their own platform, adopted in their national con-
vention at Chicago. !

You can depend upon the President of the United States and
upen the Democratic Party to stand always patriotically for
the best interests of this country. [Applause on the Democratic
side.] Does the gentleman who has just taken his seat realize
the changed conditions which confront us now, the changed
world conditions? Why, the Underwood tariff law had just
commenced to work, it was yielding as much and more revenue
than we expected it to yield, but suddenly there was a red
glow in the eastern skies, and from out of the clouds of war a hand
of iron reached and stopped the ships upon the seas, the ships
that were bringing goods to our ports, the goods that were to pay
the revenue under the Underwood tariff bill. Can the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania with all of his shrewd partisanship and
unfair logie convince the country that the United States is re-
sponsible in any measure for that war? Talk as much as you
may about the blood-streaked prosperity on this side of the
water, who is responsible for prosperity of that kind? Talk
about manufacturing munitions here in private plants, and ship-
ping them across the seas to be used for the purpose of dealing
out death on the battlefields of BEurope, who is responsible for
that? Why, the party which was in power for so many years
and refused to build up Government munition factories in this
country. That party is responsible for the trade in arms
which is now possible. They can not charge us with that sort
of business. Are men being killed on European battlefields by
guns manufactured in Ameriea? Who made that possible?
Why, the party that was in power when that business was bulilt
up throughout the country and which refused to establish Gov-
ernment plants for the manufacture of arms., That party must
answer for it now and when the question is presented to the elec-
torate next November.

Now, speaking of prosperity, I want to read from Republican
journals something about what is going on in this country at
the present time. I read from the Washington Post of October
25, always against the administration and always speaking for
the Itepublican Party:

[From the Washington Post, Oct. 25.]
A WEEE OF IMMENSE TRANSACTIONS IN BUSINESS,

The week that has just closed has been & week of sensational ad-
vances in many stocks of industrial companies.
- - L u - L] -
Among the large orders placed In this country during the past
week may be mentioned one for rallroad tles to the value of $2,500,000.
L] L] L] L] - - L]
The rt of the General Chemical Co. for the quarter ended Sep-
tember 30 is an exhibit well up in the line with the prosperity repor
of many big business concerns.
The net profits for the quarter were $1,705,273, an increase over
the preceding quarter of $945,3562,
uring the nine months since January 1, 1915, the profits were
$£4,008,741, an Increase of $1,872,734 as compared with the first nine
months of 1914,

until we find whether a non-

. . *. * " * »
Exports of wheat from United Statezs and Canadian eﬁorl::s during
the past week broke all records, totaling 11,113,093 bushels,

For the 16 weeks ended October 21 corn exports were 3,426,689
bushels, as agalnst but 1,861,040 bushels in the same period of last year.

Recently in the Chicago Drovers’ Journal J. Ogden Armour,
a better authority than the gentleman from Pennsylvania—and
the gentleman will admit it himself—on commercial matters,
on the question of prosperity in this country, gave out this
authorized interview on the 11th of November, 1915. I read
this interview in full :

UNITED BTATES IN REcomDp BooMmM ErA, 8AYS ARMOUR—AMERICA RISING
RarPIDLY T0 UNPRECEDENTED PROSPERITY, INCONCEIVABLE A YEAR AGO
ANXD EXDURING, 8AYS PACKER.

[From the Drovers Journal, Nov. 11, 1915.]

J. Ogden Armour, in an interview on crop, market, and financlal con-
ditions, sald: “America is rapldI{] rising to an unprecedented pros-
perity, a pros?erity which would have been inconceivable a year ago,
and which will be enduring. It wili be boomlike for, say, three years,
:Ll:]:dt sttiould' not be affected by a termination of the European war within

at time.

For a captain of industry, whose reticence, restraint, and conserva-
tism are proverbial, the above declaration is interesting and instructive,

*The idea that the cessation of European hostilities must affect us
adversely is, I believe, academic,” sald Mr, Armour, “In the first
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. disapp

lace, emigration from the countrles mow at war will be prohibited.
'hey will be forced to take this step use the conflict means an
exhaustion of men as well as of treasure. Men will be needed over
there as much, if not more, than money. There can be no competition
between a country of Amerie:wu.t vigor and infinite resources and
countries that have spent th ves.

AMERICA TO LEAD.

“America was destined to lead the world commercially and finan-
cially in 15 years, The war simply hastened that manifest destiny.
E:r lan American to fear the aftermath of the war appears to me

seless.”

The gresldent of Armour & Co, then proceeded to give reaszons for
his upshakable optimism :

“QOurs is not a war prosperity, although, to be sure, ammunition
orders are accelerating the pace,” he said. *It is fundamental, in
that the products of the farm are the basis of it. We are still larﬁely
an agricultural community, and as agriculture prospers the whole
country prospers.

“Look at our crops and the prices we are getiting for them. Both
have no e country's annals. Wheat was late in harvest-
ing, but now coming abundantly to market., The enormous dnn{
exports show that the corn yield bountiful, The run of hogs will

be large,
EUROPE BUYING HEAVILY.

“ The demand for these necessaries is in proportion to their sngp'.ly.
Europe is buying as she has never bought before, and the swelling bank
dsposlth t!fs reflect the heavy European payments as well as the affluence
0 e farmer,

“ Take, for emm&le, the National City Bank of New York" (of
which Mr, Armour a director). *“A year ago the gross deposits of
that institution were $245,000, . 'To-day they are more than $500,-
000,000.”" (The shares of the institution ve risen 1350 points.)

“ Bankers as a rule have been hard upnt by these startling increases.
Rates are low, but the money will all be profitably employed. It is
only a question of time, and the employment of so much money will
mean just so much more prosperity.

*The South, which only a few months ago was in despair, is now,
to speak colloguially, drunk with prosperity. Planters are finding no
difficulty in marketing thelr cotton at good prices. That section of the
country is fortunate, too, in enjoying a revival in the lumber trade.
Timber in the Bouth has advanced $2 a thousand.

“I have no doubt that the Pacific coast, whose timber trade has
been lagging, will soon thrive. In fact, every leading industry is flour-
ishing or ing to flo . Bullding permitfs throughout the coun-
try are at a h{?h mark. Bo it is with what might be called the lux-
urlous or semiluxurious lines, such as jewelry and furniture. Our
reports from Grand Rapids, the furniture manufacturing center, show
that the factories are operating at full capacity.”

RAILROADS ARE BAROMETERS,

It may be noted here in parentheses that the Armour organizations
have unusual facllities for obtaining widespread and accurate statis-
tiecs on current commercial conditions.

he pnckingn company, for

example, has an agent in every city of consequence, while Mr. Armour
himself is a d or in several banks and in the Illinois Central and
the St. Paul Railway system

continued Mr, , " there are the railway revenues.
These are infallible Indicators of trade tendencies. ings are in-
creasing by leaps and bounds. There is a car shortage for the first
time in five years. I know of western roads which could use double
the cars they have at thelr disposal at preaent. In brief, we—the
United States—are 'it’ with a capital ‘1" and will continue to be in
that enviable position indefinitely,’

From Dun's Weekly Review of Trade for the week ending
November 12, which ought to be as good authority as the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania, who has just taken his seat, I read:

WEEKLY REVIEW OF TRADE.

KO BLACKENING IN SIGNS FORECASTING GREATEST COMMERCIAL DEVELOP-
MENXT IN HISTORY, BAYS DUN—MILD WEATHER RETARDING RETAIL
BUYING, BRADSTREET REPORTS.

NEWw YORKE, November 12,

R. G. Dun’'s weekly review of trade to-morrow will say:

There is no slackening of the advance that foreshadows the greatest
commercial development in the history of the country.

Following many months of gradual recovery and adjustment to new
conditlons, progress has come with such a rush that reaction is feared in
some quarters; yet the economic position steadily gains in strength, and
seldom, if ever, has the situation so favored continued expansion.

Busi is no 1 wholly dependent upon the war demands, the
bumper crops, the w?des?read inecrease in production, in the working
force and In the wer of the people to purchase having established the
basis for an era of unexampled prosperity.

There is, moreover, the further and highly significant increase of
abundant supplies of mOnely for all lgltimate purposes while the arrange-
ments for supplementary fore credits augur well for the maintenance
of the phenomenal movements In over-sea commerce.

The figures of merchandise rts, plﬁ-iron output, bank clearings,
and railroad earnings bring to lisht achievements without precedent,
and to the list of remarkable attainments have been added those of
unfilled steel tonnage and commodity prices.

- - - -

- - -
The lumber trade improvement, first visible at the South, has reached
the Pacific Northwest, where prices have been advanced ; winter wheat
marketing is freer, thus improving collections, and sales of spring wheat
are large, despite im!dinfnby farmers ; demand for coal is better, activity
in steam es testifylng to enlarged industrial operations; rallway
transportation is of record proportions, the margin of idle cars has about
eared, and shortages loom up as the railways strain to move the

freight offering overcrowded rails and through congested terminals,

As to what is being accomplished in the matter of good times
and prosperity under Democratic rule I might read now extracts
from an Associated Press article sent out over the country on
November 27:

NEw York, November 27,

The Delaware, Lackawanna & Western Rallroad, whose lines are
choken as far back as Scranton with loaded freight cars it can not
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ove, to-day netified its agents to accept no more freight for export
m:til "further notice.

More than 6,000 un!l‘nmthawaluddwiﬂ: teed.nm.
copper, and hundreds of other ha turned the
terminals of the road Into a warehouse for weeks. Some of the
cars have been here for 80 da

Nearly every road tering here is glutted with loaded
frelglht cars standing idle on ndlméu hundreds of miles back along

and it was stated tha roads would follow the Lacka-
wuu.m s lead shortly.
L] L L

Inowmadtromannrticlel.nthaWaahingmnTimesota

recent Issu9'
- -
A nofWﬂ Osmmdadurhgﬂmlomonthslnthatntﬂ
nlsepgf exports 'obreuhtuﬁ cottonseed
meat, and da.lr_r prodnct;. cotton, and mineral
of the ear these exporh totaled $1,145, 240
889999&920 fnr mmt mthsotlu year.

thuom%nﬁ?' ed t 15.904. aglmt“s ;28&%49’97?%
e & a as
ear. A total eof 8'1’98, pounds, or T, 80 bales, o

ave been shipped abroad thus far
Ax EP export ltems were 420 mss unds of bacon, valued
002 oll, worth

At;;g the o
42385034 950,962,514 bush of wheat, werth 448,746; and
fresh beef, worth

18.168.774 poun&s of fresh $38,07
c‘tobgao thiu thil::ports of foods, cottog; and oil sho-v;lelda
corresponding month last year,
bein 110615.275 for the tenth month of this year and
sﬁj—m or last year.

I read from the Washington Herald of November 14, 1015:

[Washington Herald, Nov. 14, 1815.]
BROAD EXPANSION OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY ALL OVER COUNTRY.

The outs d!ngtteatmottbebus!nmdmuonlnomberm
beenthemct all trade has been unmistakab = Weﬁ

ressed the ngtz;io‘n tlm November bulletin
El: National Banknt New Yc-.:ﬁ'tha as the season for fall trade
cafne on, the country would into a broad, general state of activity,
and that rpectatﬁou Ima been reaused of

m]ief Bﬂﬂg’cﬁm and mtiﬁ:lde.
. * . .

Th oo‘lgrow ers have snld this year's clip at record prices, and the
Hve-stock interests are :cegiomlgg prosperous. Farm seekers from
other Btates are pouring into the States &t theat}llﬁr hwestﬁ‘g'hm a

limited amount ef compara be
The metal eat. which was badly led &
is enormonus actlvity in

year ago, is now In full ‘g;
duction tcop'p:d,lmd.and c.itlsnw to capacity of the

and smelters, in the case of zinc the capacity is mate-
rially increased. So far as agriculture, stock raising, and g g0
the West is umaimr nronerm

The nvailah]n ot labor is n emplo; tha.t the sttnstion
1y o fﬂll! ml? !’ﬂﬂ

to be abundant
and moderate In price @ outlook for general
;:elr:fort and presperity in

is at present very prom-
Here is an Associated Press dispatch from Washington :
WAsxlmw, D. C., December 13,

Uncle Sam’'s coffers were gwell g e fiscal year ended June 30,
1915, by the collection of 8416.68102 hy the internal-revenue bu-
AT oF i Bty ko, e colection was the srenter
in the history ot the burean.

If you will examine closely the reports 1ssued from this office
you will find that this increase in collections is due not only to
the unexampled ty which prevails in this country un-
der Democratic rule, but to the fact that this office is equipped
now to collect these revenues, and is collecting them. There
have been no scandals in the transaction of any of the business
of the Treasury Department in collecting internal revenues or
revenues on imports at our ports. There have been no stories
of bribing of little fifteen-dollar and twenty-dollar a week Gov-
ernment checkers and weighers or manipulation of scales on
Government wharves by which great institutions under a Re-
publican administration were able to steal from the Treasury
of the United States millions and millions of dollars. We have
conducted these various departments of this Government hon-
estly, and we are collecting the moneys that are coming to this
Government from these various sources; and that is one reason
for this increase in eollections reported from this department
of the Government charged with making them. These favor-
able reports as to trade expansion which will be permanent,
according to these Republican authorities, all of them worthy
of more consideration than these gentlemen who make partisan
speeches on that side of the House, continue until the present
time, and they will continue indefinitely in the future.

. You declared In your platform that you are in favor of a
tariff board or a tariff commission, I do not care what you call
it, to apply tariff rates to changing conditions. In the history
of this country and of the world were economic conditions ever
_changing more rapidly than they are now? Germany is our
great competitor for the world’s markets. As a member of the
committee and one of the conferees which had in charge the

-1

tlm eomtn
o ’ﬁm

drafting of the Underwood tariff bill, T want to say, and even
gentlemen on that side will agree with me, that the Underwood
tariff bill was framed with reference to possible German compe-
tition in the future. Germany was our real competitor for the
markets of the world, and Germany will continue to be when
this war is over our real competitor for the world’s markets.
You are in favor of a tariff commission, you say, if it can be
a Republican tariff commission. You are in favor of a tariff
commission modeled upon the German plan, because there you
gay they are committed to the doctrine of protection. Do you
know that they are about to abandon the docirine of protection
over there?

Is it possible the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore]
has not been reading the inspired articles which find their way
into our press, copied from journals faithfully representing the
ideas of the government in Germany, in which the information
is given out that at the end of the war they propose to take off
their tariff on foodstuffs entirely? They propose to put food-
stuffs en the free list, and they have gone so far as to declare
that they propose to put the necessaries of life on the free list.
What they propose to do with the other things they have not yet
announced, but we know, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. Moore} knows, how they revise tariffs over there in Ger-
many. Find fault with us for discontinuing the activities of
the tariff board, and them say that we want the kind of a
tariff board that is possible over there in Germany! Why, when
they get through with a revision of the tariff in Germany they
discharge their tariff board from further activities. They have
a tariff board there composed of 30 men, 15 of them selected by
representatives of eertain industries and 15 of them selected by
the representatives of the German Emperor and confirmed by
their legislative body. After they revised their tariff in 1902—
and that is the last German revision—they, in protection Ger-
many, discharged their board. That is what we did here, and
nothing else. We followed the kind of program you say you
stand for and shut off the activities of this tariff board when
we had put upon the books the greatest tariff law ever con-
structed in this country up until that time [applause on the
Democratic side], a tariff law which had already compelled the
great Arlington Mills over there in Massachusetts to announce
that its next delivery of worsteds would be placed on the market
at a reduction of 25 per cent, and all over the country announce-
ments of reductions in wholesale prices were being made when
this war broke out.

‘We have only done in our manipulation of the tariff question
exactly what you say ought to be done, for we have followed the
German practice. Buot the German tariff law enacted in 1902
was preliminary to her treaties, and her commereial treaties
with all the commercial nations of the world expire this present
year. As soon as this war is over, of course, the German tariff
will be revised. It must be revised in order to meet the new
treaties which they propose fo make. Aceording to your own
provision contained in your own platform, has not the time come
now when there are changing conditions, eonditions which re-
quire the activities of a tariff board, conditions which require
that a nonpartisan tariff board be appointed for the purpose of
keeping pace with the approaching German tariff revision, for
the purpose of keeping pace and being in a position to inform the

Congress, with facts and data as to the changing conditions -

the world over, which everyone knows this war is going to bring
about? We are going to give you an opportunity all of you on
that side, to stand on your own platform, or an epportunity to
flop from your platform, as the gentlemian from Pennsylvania
[Mr. MooreE] and his distinguished leader, the Senator from
Pennsylvania [Mr. PExrose], have already done. [Applause on
the Demoeratic side.]
THE WAR AND THE TARIFF.

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker—— 1

The CHATRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman from
Massachusetts rise?

Mr. ROGERS. I desired to be recognized in my own right.

The CHAIBMAN, The gentleman from Massachusetts is
recognized for one hour.

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, the first half of the legislative
history of the Wilson administration ended when the Sixty-
third Congress, the 4th of March last, adjourned sine die. The
second half began when the Sixty-fourth Congress convened last
month.

We have passed the halfway mark. The moment seems
opportune for a review of the record of the administration
upon its legislative side. Such a review can, of course, not be
evennttﬂnptedlnaa!nglespeech,andinmyremrkato-dny I
shall confine myself, in the main, to an analysis of the fiseal
policy and accomplishment of the last two years.
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Three dates stand out as crucial in any such analysis, and I

shall have occasion to refer to them again and again: The first,
of course, is March 4, 1913, the birthday of the Democratic
administration; the second is October 3, 1913, the date when
the Underwood low-tariff law became effective; and the third,
the day when the world war began, which may, for convenience,
be assumed to be August 1, 1914,

With the enactment of the Underwood law there went on
trial a tariff theory which had not been tested since the end of
the second Cleveland administration, nearly 20 years earlier.
Throughout the intervening period of Republican ascendency
the theory—whether or not faultily applied in its detalls is
not at the moment the guestion—had been that a duty should
be levied on all imports from other countries at least sufficient
to make up for the lower wage scale which prevailed in those
countries; in short, the underlying theory was that our tariff
should afford protection to our American wage earners against
goods made where lower wages and standards of living made
cheaper production possible.

With the advent of the Democratic Party a new theory of
tariff making succeeded—that the tariff should be as low as
possible—that is, that free trade should be as closely approxi-
mated as possible—having always in mind the necessity of
raising sufficient funds to carry on the Government. This
theory, variously described as the “revenue only " and as the
“ competitive ” theory, found full expression in the Underwood
law of October, 1913.

It may not be amiss to say a preliminary and general word
about the operation of this law prior to the breaking out of the
European war.

For the first seven months of 1913 (January to July, inclu-
sive)—all under the Republican tariff—the imports from other
conntries into the United States amounted to about $1,016,000,000.

For the same seven months of 1914—all under the Democratic
tariff and prior to the outbreak of the European war—the im-
ports amounted to $1,137,000,000.

In other words, under the low-tariff theory of the Democratic
Party we brought into this country before the war was even
thought of $121,000,000 more foreign-made goods in seven
months than we did in the same period of 1913 under the
protective theory of the Republican tariff. In short, European
and Asiatic Iabor (instead of American labor) was yearly
getting the wages involved in the manufacture of over
$200,000,000 worth of goods in excess of its allotment under
Republican rule.

But American labor can be employed upon articles for export
as well as upon articles for domestic consumption. We have
just seen that the Democratic tariff cut deeply into the latter
source of American employment. How did it affect the former?

For the first seven months of 19183—January to July, inclu-
sive, all under the Republican tariff—exports from the United
States to other countries amounted to about $1,323,000,000.

For the same seven months of 1914—all under a Democratic
tariff and prior to the outbreak of the European war—our ex-
ports amounted to $1,198,000,000.

In other words, under the Democratic régime, before war
was even declared, we sent out to other lands $125,000,000
fewer homemade goods in seven months than we did in the
same period of the previous year under a Republican tariff—at
the rate of over $200,000,000 a year.

We have seen that imports increased $121,000,000 in the seven
months of the Underwood tariff and that exports decreased
$125,000,000 in the same period. The sale of American-made
2oods had consequently fallen off some $246,000,000 in seven
months, or at the rate of over $400,000,000 a year and more
than a million dollars a day. Wage earners in America
suffered accordingly ; wage earners in Europe and Asia profited
accordingly.

For the first time in 20 years our balance of trade was per-
sistently against us. In the five months—April to August, in-
clusive, 1914—our imports exceeded our exports by nearly
$40,000,000. Our exports had exceeded our imports during
1913 by about $60,000,000 a month; exports exceeded imports
for the first nine months of 1914 by barely $8,000,000 a month.

It is no wonder that unemployment was rife during the
first half of 1914 ; that bread lines and soup kitchens were once
more established in our cities; that the Democratic Party
trembled as it watched the workings of the tariff and its effect
upon the industries of the country.

Then came the war., I shall examine in some detail the
workings of the war upon our fiscal arrangements and our
foreign trade. But first let me point out two or three things:

First. Obviously a world war would have some effect upon
the foreign trade of the United States: 7~

Second. The fairest time, therefore, to judge dispassionately
the workings of a tariff law would be when the world was at
peace, when foreign trade was normal.

Third. The natural effect of a great war would be to reduce
somewhat the articles which the warring nations would send
abroad for sale and to increase the articles which they would
seek to purchase of neutrals.

Fourth. Clearly these manifestations are attributable to ab-
normal conditions, and have nothing to do with the merits or
demerits of our tariff legislation.

Fifth. Naturally the party in power would seize upon the
unsettled state of things to explain away any troubles of its
own, however widely disconnected in fact with the war.

When the war had progressed a short time our imports
diminished considerably below what they had been during the
Democratic peace period, though not, as I shall show, below
what they had been in Republican days. Our exports began
similarly to increase, mainly by reason of “ war orders.” Times
inevitably began to improve. But can this improvement be
attributed to the Underwood tariff? The Democrats say,
“Yes"; the Republicans and common sense say, “No, the
European war is simply covering up in part the faults of your
tariff theory by reducing imports while inereasing exports, and
thus establishing a sort of tariff of necessity.” Curiously, how-
ever, the Demoerats while claiming that conditions since the
war began prove that their tariff is everything that it should
be at the same time attribute their domestic financial straits
to the war. In other words, they blow hot and blow cold.

Perhaps I may illustrate this last point by several recent
utterances of eminent Democrats.

President Wilson said the other day:

The Underwood law can not be held responsible for any appreciable
reduction in revenue as a result of the war.

Secretary McAdoo, of the Treasury Department, in his an-
nual report refers to certain decreases in revenue and says:

Practically all of these decreases are the direct result of the European
war.

On another oceasion he said:

Because of the decrease of imports on account of the war we have had
an enormous deficit. This deficit-would have been vastly larger, how-
ever, if the old tariff bill had been relied upon. At least $130,000,000
‘i?lull:{hlh“e been added to the deficit had the country depended on the
0 4

Senator Gore said in Lowell last October :

McCall sag’s our national finances are disarranged. This is a vague
accusation, but we say that the disorganization is due to the war and
not to the tariff law or any other Democratic measure.

Here is certainly a cordial, though perhaps not too diserimi-
nating, blanket indorsement. The gentleman from New York
[Mr. FrrzeeErarp] said recently of our financial condition :

This condition is due solely to the disturbed conditions resulting from
the war. X

Assistant Secretary of the Treasury Malburn says that the loss
of customs revenue due to the war would have been much greater
under a protective tariff than it has been under the Underwood
law.

The newspapers have naturally sounded the same keynote,
The Houston Post, for example, said the other day:

Our imports from Europe (since the war) have been negligible.

Many Republican papers have taken up the ery. I quote from
an editorial in a Republican protectionist newspaper :

Part of the effects of the Underwood tariff may be judged by what
had ha]n:enml to our Imports.tions before the war intervened to afford
to American industry a protection such as it never enjoyed in time of
peace, For the present, the tariff is almost absolutely suspended as an
element bearing on American manufacture. What would have hap-
pened to our cotton and woolen industry by this time if the war had
not come along to interrupt almost completely the operation of forelgn
manufactories and the importation of goods into the United States?

It is easy to deduce from the foregoing quotations that the
Democratie leaders have sought to impress two things upon
the minds of the people, and that they have been generally suc-
cessful with superficial observers in their endeavor:

First. That our importations have practically been brought to
a standstill since the European war began.

Second. That the admitted financial difficulties of the United
States Government are attributable to the loss of customs reve-
nues which results from the suspension of imports,

It therefore becomes of consequence to consider the truth or
falsity of the two statements which have been persistently ad«
vanced by so many Democratic speakers and writers during tha
past year. :

Perhaps, however, the issue can be most clearly drawn by &
further quotation from Secretary McAdoo:

The European war seriously and adversely affected the revenues of

the Government from imports. The revenue from customs for the montlf
| of October, 1914, was sfé’.ooo.ooo. and for the month of October, 191
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it was $30,000,000, show a decrease in one month of $14,000,000.
- - cthhl:;.mr' the purpose of co ; A

taken the month of son; as the
new tariff went into 1913, and duties were therefore the
falling off im

same. The reduction in revenues. is. dune solely to: the.
importations.

Here we have the issue squarely presented by the Secretary
of the Treasury himself: *“The reduction in revenues is: due.
solely to the falling off in importations.”

But if we: turn to the figures issued by his colleague, the Sec-
retary of Commerce, and showing the importations. for the.
months in question, we find':

Impaorts,
October, 1913 $132, 949, 802
October, 1914 158, 080, 520
October, 1915 149, 172, 729

Thus it appears that the imports, instead of' falling off, ac-
tually increased over $5,000,000 in October, 1914, when half the
world' was at war, as compared with October, 1913, 10 months:
before the war had begumn:

It seems incredible that the: Secretary of the Treasury made
the above statement with Intent to deceive; yet it must be ad-

mitted that he was guilty either of such intent or of gross care- |
lessness almost equally culpable. Manifestly as far as the month |

of October is concerned “ the reduction in revenues™ is not due
solely or at all “to the falling off in importations.”

But this, it may be said, was, after all, but one month. How |
about the war period as a whole? Does it show a great shrink- |

age in imports? An examination of the figures issued by the
Secretary of Commerce: shows: that the importations have; in
general, decreased somewhat during the Democratic war period
(Aug., 1914, to date) as compared with the Democratic peace
period (Oct., 1918, to Aug, 1914). But, as I have said, the
imports during the Democratic peace period were swollen out
of all proportion and broke all records:in our history. A fairer
comparison is with imports under the Republican tariff just be-
fore its repeal, during the: spring and summer months of 1918.

The imports May, 19183, to: August, 1913, averaged $135;000,000
per month:

The imports March, 1915, to December, 1915, averaged well
over $150,000,000 per month.

In other weords, our imports during the war have reeently
been ay $15,000,000 a month more than our imports two
years earlier and just prior to the enactment of the Underwood
law. For the entire war period, including the months when for-
eign trade was at its lowest ebb, the average imports are over
$140,000,000 a month, or $5,000,000: 2 month more than in Re-
publican days. But, as I say, with things continuing as they
now are, the increase in imports is $15,000,000 a month, or
$180,000,000 a year over Republican imports.

Qur recent imports, as shown by the bulletins of the Depart-
ment of Commerce, have been:
Fiseal year ended—

1911 $1, 527, 226, 105

12 653, 264, 934
13 t 8183, 008, 234
1914 1, 808, 925, 85T
1915- 1, 674, 169, T40

Our recent imports entered for consumption have been:
Fiscal year ended—

$1, 62T, 945, 652

1912 1,.040,.722, 802
1913 1, 766, 689,412
1914 1, 906, 400, 394
1915. 1, 648, 388, 280

The imports for the year 1912 were larger by $100,000,000
than those of any previous year in our history., It will be
seen that the imports for 1915, including 11 war months, were
$21,000,000: larger than the record 1912 year and were exceeded
only by the Demoeratic years 1913 and 1914. The 1915 imports
exceeded those for 1011 by nearly $150,000,000.

Does all this, sound like a “dormant” or a *“ ded
tariff? Are the imports really * negligible”? In point of fact,
the imports are to-day ahead of the Republican high-water mark,
although doubtless somewhat below what the Democratic tariff
would permit to be dumped upon us if there were no war.. [Ap-
plause.] -

It. is undoubtedly true, I repeat, that the war has somewhat
served to neutralize the worst effects of the Underwood tariff.
To that extent it operates indirectly as a protective tariff. But
it is;by no means a. tarif wall. In June, 1915, for example, our
imparts: were $157,605,140—Ilarger than those of any June in
oure history, Republican or Democratic, war or peace. This figs
ure is $26,000,000 more than the June, 1913, figure and is 57 per
cent in. excess: of the mark established in the boom year 1906.
As we lave seen, Octobew, 1015, imports were. larger than for
either October,. 1913 or 1914. November, 1915, imports were
F164.319.169| the largest of the 16 war months, and exceeded by
but: 2. eft the: 10} Pemocratic' pemcer months. They are the

largest November imports, in: onr. history. December’s imports
were seven and one-half millions larger even than November's—
$171,841,665. These are with. one exception, 1913, the largest;
Deeember imports im history..

We: have heard much coneerning the financial struggles of thes
United States during the past two years. The Secretary of the:
Treasury attributes our difficulties “solely to the falling off im
impertations.”” We: have seen that in fact there has been no
falling off in importations as compared with. Republicamn timess
quite the contrary. Yet it is: undoubtedly true that customs:
revenues; have materially fallen. off.

For the period January, 1913, to October, 1913, our custems re~
m?h. under the Republican tariff, averaged $27,000,000 per
month,

i For the period January, 1915, to November, 1915—the Demo-~
|eratle war period—ounr customs receipts, in: spite; of the fack
that our imports were on the average a little larger, averaged
$16,000,000 per month. Thus with abont the same imports we are
losing about $11,000,000 a month customs revenues; or $132,000,000
a year.

 There is the real: explanation of our empty Treasury. The
_reduction in duties hasireduced’ the revenues; the reduction in
' Importations is a myth in spite of the stress laid upon it by
: Democratic apologists.

. The whole story is told by an examination of the average rates
| of duty paid upon imports year by year. In the second Cleveland
| administration this average ad valorem rate was about 20 pen
‘cent., During the dozen years of the Dingley tariff it ranged
' from 22 per cent to 29 per cent. During the Payne tariff it
ranged from 17 per cent to 21 per cent. For the fiscal year ended
June 30, 1915, the first full fiscal year of the Underwood law, it
| was 12.49 per cent—by far the lowest for a century. Since June
| it has been sinking even lower and now: does not exceed 10 per
cent—certainly a close: approximation to free trade. For the
week. ending Christmas Day: the rate was 8.7 per cent. This
' means, of course, that, the imports remaining the same, for every,
dollar which goes. into eur Treasury at this rate of duty $2 or
$2.50 would have gone in if Republican rates had been main.
| tained. Another interesting sidelight upon the present-day work-
ings of the Democratic tariff is that ever 70 per cent of all goods
recently entering the country have come- in without paying a
cent’s. worth of duty. The other 30 per cent is bearing the
burden, imperfectly, of course, but nevertheless as best it can.
Under Republican. tariffs from 40 per cent. to 50 per cent only
came in altogether free of duty, and the burden was distributed
over at least one-half of all imports, instead of as to-day over
less than one-third.

The customs revenues for the last fiseal year were $209,786,672,
realized, as above stated, from duties averaging about 12% per
cent upon $1,674,169,740 worth of imports. If a rate of only 20
per cent had been. assessed upon these imports, the resulting
duties. would have been $335,000,000, or' about $125,000,000 in
excess of what they were in fact. This solution would have put
into the Treasury nearly $50,000,000 more than has the iniguitous
war tax, with all its annoyances and vexations. In substantia-
tion of this statement it is worth remembering that a Republican
protective tariff made possible the building of the Panama Canal
without imposing any considerable burden upon the people, but,
instead, mainly out of the *loose change™ which. the Treas-
ury had in its pockets. If we Had retained Republican duties
and observed reasonable economy, we could have embarked
upon the proposed program of national defense without further
taxation of any kind.

I have heard the statement made by certain Democrats that,
admitting that imports began to flood the country when the
Underwood law was enacted, nevertheless that these imports
were mainly of raw materials or of goods only partly manufac-
tured, so that their arrival meant more work for United. States
wage earners. Nothing could be further from the fact, as an
examination of the figures of the Department of Commerce will
show. Take, for example; the imports of manufactures of
cottorr and wool, in which the district which I represent is vitally
interested :

Catton cloths.
10months ending July—
] -
) 1913 (Re- | 1914 (Dem- | 1015 (Doms-
1 wpmm ocratic peacs | ocratic war’
i period): |’ period). |, period).
F 3 i
yards. ! 308 | 713,780.| 36,978,608
Vit | 30,713, 704 ! sto, 500,575 | 3,071, 108
g i
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This little table shows two interesting things:

First. The first effect of the Underwood law was to increase
the imports of cotton cloth by 54 per cent, or, in other words, to
substitute in 10 months, for 20,000,000 yards of American-made
goods 20,000,000 yards of foreign-made goods. Four million
dollars more went across the ocean to pay for these goods; all
this woluéd have remained in the United States under a Republi-
can tariff,

Second. Though importations are said to be “ dormant™ be-
cause of the war, we imported more yards of cotton cloth in 10
war months than we did in the corresponding months under a
Republican tariff.

The situation with reference to imports of manufactures of
wool is briefly as follows:

Wool manufactures,
Seven months ending July—

1913 (Republican peace pe.riod} gg, B70,101
19814 (Democratic peace period , 289, 274
1915 {Demnmﬂn P‘:“ pepfiod) 11, 240, 251

It will be here noted that—

First. For every dollar of wool manufactures that was im-
ported under the Republican tariff, $3.30 was imported after the
enactment of the Underwood law and before the war broke out.

Second. Even since the “ tariff wall,” alleged by certain lead-
ing Democrats to have resulted from the war, our imports of
wool manufactures are about one-third larger than under the
Republican tariff. :

United States Consul Ingram at Bradford, England, reported
a large increase of January, 1914, textile reports. The Brad-
ford correspondent of the Daily Trade Record said :

If anyone had forecasted that in December of 1913 more dress goods
would be sent from Bradford to the United States than in the 11
months previous, very few people would have believed bim. But the
lower dutles have had a wonderful influence on the West Riding trade.
Dress goods to the value of £131,570 (§689,430) have been exported,
compared with £131.071 ($637,005) for the first 11 months of 1913.

A startling increase In worsted coatings on last January of over 500
per cent has to be recorded. This shows that Yorkshire is going to
clothe part of the American nation.

It apparently can not be said with truth that the war—much
less the Underwood tariff—operates to bar out completed manu-
factures of the kind which competes most directly with our own
workmen.

If I were to attempt to summarize briefly the effect of the
Underwood tariff, in peace and war, upon imports and revenues,
I should say this:

First. During the months just before the war, but under the
Underwood law, our imports were about $25,000,000 a month
more than for the previous year under Republican rule, while
our customs revenues were about $5,000,000 a month less. Ameri-
can workmen were making fewer goods at the rate of $300,-
000,000 a year, and our customs were nevertheless decreasing at
the rate of $60,000,000 a year. It is not difficult to account for
the unemployment and industrial disaster which were rampant,
or to guess what would have happened in 1915 had not war in-
tervened.

Second. Since the war, imports have been, in general, a little
more than in the last months of the Republican tariff. Revenues,
owing to the low ad valorem rates, have decreased enormously.

Prosperity in the United States can, generally speaking, be
promoted by keeping down to a reasenable figure the imports,
or by increasing the exports, or both, The United States hap-
pily is to-day enjoying a considerable measure of prosperity,
conspicuously in contrast with the situation in the spring and
summer of 1914, Why? Manifestly for two reasons:

First. Because the war has checked the unconscionably
large imports which were flooding the eountry during the six or

eight months just preceding its outbreak, reducing them about

to the Republican level.

Second. Because, as everybody knows, * war orders ™ have in-
creased our exports almost beyond belief,

With apparent lack of candor, Secretary Redfield seems to
attempt fo make the American people believe that our export
trade is normal, healthy, permanent business, attributable to
the genius of the Democratic administration. He says:

You who are told that the increase of exports which has turned the
balance of trade In our favor is due to munitions of war are mistaken,
it you believe that.

We have seen that under the peace period of the Underwood
tariff, our imports, for months at a time, were exceeding our
exports; that is, the balance of trade was against us.

To-day our exports are enormously exceeding our imports by
from $150,000,000 to $200,000,000 per month. That is, the bal-
ance of trade is heavily in our favor.

Does anyone doubt that this unprecedented overturn is
ascribable to anything but war orders? Of course not. Secre-
tary Redfield knows it, but apparently seeks to pull the wool

over our eyes by limiting his statement to “ munitions of war.”
We are, in part, feeding, clothing, and arming the armies of
Europe, and whether you call our exports for this purpose
“ munitions of war" or “ war orders,” it in no way alters the
nature of our trade.

The following table shows a few of the conspicuous increases
in exports. Can anyone doubt their cause?

Articles exparted.

9 months ending Saptember—

1914 1015
(Republican | (D tic | (D tie
.|peaceperiod).!| war period).

$66, 200,007

423, 400,000

84, 300, 000

104, 800, 000
400

. 25,200,000

1 2 months war,

Brass and its manufactures, automobiles, chemicnls and drugs,
rubber goods, iron and steel manufactures, boots, shoes, leather,
sugar, and zinc are the other articles whieh show tremendous
increases. The explanation of each is, of course, patent.

The following quotation from a Lowell paper of December 24
last shows mere clearly than any words of mine could show the
nature and extent of our prosperity of to-day and the reasons
for it. Highteen months ago this concern was employing GOU
people; in a few months it will be employing over 8,000:

The largest amount of money ever paid out by a mercantile corpora-
tion in this city was distributed {Dsterduy ¥y the TUnited BStates:
Cartridge Co. when its employees received not only thelr regular weekly
wages but, in addition, the money in back pay due them as a result of
the finding of the State board of arbitration in the recvent hearing
granted as an outcome of the strike.

The amount disbursed yesterday totaled $100,000 and was distributed
among 6,400 employees. Of this sum $30,000 was the money due on
back wages, in accordance with the increase fixed by the State board,
to commence September 28, The balance represented the regular
weekly pay roll of the company.

Perhaps I can do no better thsn to quote the reeent words of
a distingunished Democrat of Massachusetts, Mr. E. F. Me-
Sweeney, chairman of the directors of the port of Boston:

The belief that eur foreign trade has improved since the war is un-
justified. The great increase in the walue of our exports is due wholly
to the demand for su]ppllea and materinls used in warfare and has
upset the industrial balance of the Unlted States. At the present time
we are sending out of this country to the warring nations of Europe
munitions and accessories of war at the rate of §100,000,000 per month
in excess of the normal export before the war. This means that we
have about 800,000 wage earners empl‘c:[vud for a full year who at the
close of the war will be the innocent victims of the gigantie readjust-
ment that must take place in industrial America.

Our grosperity y carries great dangers with it. There is no
doubt that after the war there will be an extreme reaction, and the
lon&er the war lasts the harsher and more severe this will be.

ur trade balance for the year ending June 30, 1915, in normal
legitimate merchandise was ler than it has been since 1910 and
almost $200,000,000 less than that of the year before the war.

In September‘last, in sending me a speech delivered by Mr.
McSweeney, one of his assoclates wrote me as follows:

The artificial stimulation to trade due to the export of war orders
has given our wage earners an opportunity for employment, but this
flurry has operated to obscure the vitally important question of the
permanent extension of our export trade on a normal basis. If the
war should cease to-morrow, it is likely that the business of this
country would be thrown into great dlsorganization, and wage earners
especially wonld suffer.

Of the present trade balance of $1,000,000,000 in favor of the United
States, over §700,000,000 are exports solely for war purposes—ammu-
nition, horses, auto trucks, army shoes, toodstuffs, etc.—trade which
will cease the instant the war comes to a close. This leaves a balance
of only 8300,000,000 of exports of what might be termed * regular
merchandise,” an ex%t smaller than that of any tgenr since 1909,
and almost 5200,000, less than in the year before the war,

Com?arlng the present tiear of exports from the United Btates with
that of the year before the war, we find we have exported only 32
per cent as much agricultural implements, 52 per cent as much sewing
machines, and 83 per cent as much steel ralls. The most lamentable
fact in connection with these figures is that we are losing as much, if
not more, to the countries which are not at war as to those which
have given up domestic pursuits to take up armed conflict.

Last year’'s figures show that of our sewing-machine export trade the
total in 1915 was only 54 per cent of the 1914 figures; t to South
America but 20 per cent, and that to Africa, Asla, and the Pacific
islands but 35 per cent of the corresponding h?revlmm year.

Our exports of the staple merchandise which we hope to sell under
normal conditions after war are smaller by a large percentage in

ractically everything except war orders, and we are loalng our exports
rade much faster to the neutral countries than to the belﬁgerent ones.

Doubtless we all are thankful that we are spared participation
in the horrors of war; doubtless we recognize that we are within
our rights in selling all we can to the belligerents, and that in
so doing we are accorded a prosperity which would otherwise be
denied us. And yet I doubt if any of us are very proud of this
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blood-soaked prosperity. The growth which has come to us is
of a dropsical character ; it is not a normal, healthy, permanent
inerease in bone and sinew. It will leave us almost in an instant
when the war ends.

More than this, as even Secretary Redfield recognizes, when
the war ends we shall be subjected to the bitterest competition
in history from the countries of Europe which are now at war,
but which, after peace is declared, will at once go to work, and
yet will be too poor to buy. They will “dump ™ their products
upon us in unbelievable quantity.

How are we to protect ourselves against this industrial inva-
sion? In only one way—by a protective tariff. In this con-
nection an editorial from one of the leading Democratic news-
papers of the country (Boston Globe, Nov. 9, 1915) is of in-
terest:

WE MUST PREPARE FOR INXDUSTRIAL IXVASION AFTER EUROFPEBAN WAR.

American business conditions will be more disturbed after the great
war than during the conflict. At present the belligerent nations are
absorbed in crushing each other. Now they are seeking to buy all that
we can sell, from shrapnel to shoestrings. With the coming of peace
those nations will try to recuperate from their enormous losses by
grabbing all the world trade they have lost. An industrial war, in
which we will have the most to lose, and into which we shall be drawn,
will follow the present crisis. Obﬁous}y we must Prepare to meet
the coming strug§le in the best way to safeguard American industry.

The commercia grosperity of this country will be attacked from both
flanks. We shall lose our munitions market. This will mean much
readjustment of capital and labor. Factories now working overtime
to supply war materials must be converted to other lines of trade.
How seriously this transition will affect American industry will, of
course, depend upon our skill and forethuufht.

The other attack will come from the belligerent nations themselves
in their effort to recover lost trade. To-day their industries are being
fmuperised by child and female labor. Women have gone into industry

o take the place of men who have gone to the front. Sinee many of
the men who have gonme to the front will never come back, many of
the women who have gone into industry will never go back to home life.

The men who do come back will be forced to seek almost any kind
of work they can find to cover the difference between their pensions
and a living wage. All this means pauperized industry. Low wages
will enable those nations to produce cheap ods. This sudden rejuve-
nation of production will create commercial rivalry between the new
European producers and the American manufacturers, particularly the
Americans who have gone into making goods that Europe produced
before the war.

The European nations will seek ruthlessly to crush their American
rivals, since we shall be their principal opponents in thelr efforts to
recover from the losses by war. Their method will be the most effective
one poseible. This method is “ dumping.”

Dumping is an economle expression used to define the industrial
process of ruining a rival by selling goods In the rival's territory at
prices so low that the rival can not meet them.

Goods produced cheaply will be poured into the United States after
the war to undersell American-made goods produced in normal con-
ditions. Our budding dye industry, for example, will be swamped
under a flood of German chemicals, =old at prices below the cost of
production here.

The sudden renewal of peaceful industry in Europe will soon create a
surplus of goods, Then will come the most dangerous form of umptng;.
Since it is obvious that the European manufacturers will be anxious to
inaintain prices at home, where they have less competition, they will
dump their surplus goods into America at prices even below the cost of
production in Europe. This will be killing two birds with one stone, It
will be getting rid of an embarrassing surplus which, if kept in Europe,
would reduce prices there; it will also be a crushing blow to American
rivalry, which had grown during the war.

It is evident that we must be prepared to meet this competition. If
we do nothing to stop this flood of European pauper goods our country
will suffer one of its worst financial panics. Many. businesses will be
ruined. Thousands of men will be thrown out of work ; the labor market
will be drugged with hungry men; the soup kitchen; the bread line;
scared capital ; industrial chaos,

It is time now, therefore. for us to prepare for the coming industrial
war. It is a menace far more vital than actual war, over which we are
&0 much concerned. For us it is a question of national defense arisin
out of a colossal international war, and it must be met with broad-:
minded statecraft and not by any party polities.

Obvilously we must put up our defenses and place them in the hands
of skilled business strategisis. It is not a question that can be solved in
congressional hearing rooms.

Secretary of Commerce Redfield has a tentative plan to curb European
industries by an amendment to the antitrust laws, forbidding foreign
corporations from doing business in this country unless they conform to
our Sherman law. This means endless litigation, with no hope of a golu-
tion until long after the crisis has passed, most of the damage done,
American business invaded from coast to coast.

The Sherman law causes enough tribulation in American business
clreles now without our seeking to apply it to the rest of the world. It
will cause more confusion when, of all times, we shall want less. It
would be just the method by which to aid the jealous European coun-
tries to ruin our new pros?erity.

The gquestion is too vital for confusing litigation. It is a question of
national defense. Our Army could not repel an invasion by t;F;ln::al[ng
to the Sherman antitrust law. We must not expect our industrial army
to suffer this invasion.

Our industrial defense is our tariff. We must keep out pauper goods
from war-sodden Europe. The problem is economic and complicated.
We must have an industrial board of strategy to watch the situation
learn all its ramifications, and close all gaps in our defenses. This board
must be an expert tariff commission.

That tells the whole

“ Qur industrial defense is our tariff.”
story. The war saved the Democratic Party for the moment;
when peace comes nothing can save it from utter dissolution
but the adoption of the protective-tariff principle. Some of its
statesmen seem to recognize that this is true.

For example, Senator Lewrs, of Illinois. is quoted in the
Louisville Courier-Journal of October 31, 1915, as having spoken
in part as follows at a rally in Mount Sterling, Ky.:

No intelligent man would urge that the adoption of either of the past
tarif systems—that of the ungualified high prohibition of any imports
to this country, known as protective tariff of the Republicang, or that
other of no tariff begond that for the purpose of raising revenue. of
the Demoerats—could be appropriately applied as conserving the uses
of the future and as fitting to the fufure welfare of America.

To allow the manufactured article of Furope to come withont Hmit
to this country as a Democratic theory, the goods to be sold at such
price as Europe could take in order to obtain momney to build up her
wasted places. would be to overcome our own manufactures and slay
the possibility of establishing in America plants to take the place of
lhos]ia which heretofore in Europe served the uses of Amerlea and the
world.

Still more recently, in a signed editorial published in the
New York American of December 26, 1915, William Randolph
Hearst “ earnestly urged the Democratic Party to abandon its
free-trade policy, a policy which had persistently proved a dis-
astrous failure, which had continually plunged the country into
the depths of financial depression during Demoeratic adminis-
trations, and which had invariably resulted in a deficiency of
revenue, which had to be met by extraordinary taxation or bond
issues.”

Mr. Hearst says:

Our so-called war iaxes, the burden of which was lately reimposed
uFon the country by Congress, are, as a matter of fact, not war {axes at
all. They are free-trade taxes.

/ ASSESSED TO MEET DEFICIT.

They are the tax additions which invariably follow Democratic tariff
reductions.

They are direct assessments, levied upon the public to meet Lhe
defleit caused by the customary and conventional Democratic cxperi-
ments in free trade.

HHowever destructive the ultimate effect of the European war mav be
upon the foreign markets of this country, the immediate effect of the
war has undoubtedly been to increase the consumption and aceentuate
the demand in Europe for a considerable number of our American
products.

GHEAT EUROPEAN DEMAND.

All sorts of food supplies and all sorts of manufactured articles re-
quired by the gigantic European armies have been in unusual demanil
and at extraordinary prices.

America therefore has sold an unusual amount of certain products
:t tt!:cnptionally high rates, with great commercial and financial ad-
rantage. -

On the other hand, the secarcity of productive European labor. the
demands of Europe for its own materials. the difficulties and dangers
of transportation by sea. have to a considerable extent excluded Furo-
pean products from the United States.

COUNTRY SAVED FRROM DISASTER.

The European war, therefore, and the conditions which it has cre-

afed. should have brought unprecedented, even though impermanent,

rosperity to the United States, and if the war has falled to do this,

use of the Democratic depression which it has had first to overrome,

it has, at any rate. saved the country from the full disaster of the
Democratic policy of reckless tariff reduction.

We have as yet, therefore, fortunately felt but little of free-trade
disaster, and only such free-trade depression as must follow conditions
of business disturbance, combined with the daze of uncertainty and
the dread of Impending injury.

Soon, however, the European war must end. Then the full effect of
the It)emocratlc policy of unsecientific tariff reduction will fall upon our
country.

ARTIFICIAL DEMANXD TO EXD.

We will then no longer have the enormous artificial demand for war
supplies and food products which has ‘partl_v sustained our industries,
or, [zadther, which has sustained part of our industries during this war
period.

We must then confront the nnhappy condition of having our markets
much more than ever open to European competition, and our own prod-
ucts much less than ever in demand in European markets.

The present administration is no doubt well meaning enough, but it
is impractical and inexperienced.

It is an administration of theorles and vagaries, of prejudices and
imimlses. of incongruities and inconsistencies.

t is an administration of visionary policy conceived in vanity and
confirmed in fanatical obstinacy. Our national yield of golden fleece
from wealth-producing industries will be diminished to a proportionate
degree. Our national resources in products and profits, in work and
wages, will be decreased to a similar extent.

Not only individuals, but the Nation has felt a lack of income
desplite the artificial stimulus of war prices,

us taxes have been Increased, although our ability to pay them
is not as great as it once was.

And the end is not yet.

We have still to face the full and final results of Democratic folly
and fatulty, which will svrely be upon us at the end of the European
WAr.

Why, then, should the Democratic Party, now reassembled in Con-
gressi,d nt;t take advantage of the temporary respite which the war

rovides

< Why should the Democrats in Congress, and in the administration,
too, if there be any there, not realize and admit that a tarilf for
revenue and for '?rotectlon is not merely a Republican pollecy—it is an
American policy

It has been approved by the American people, it has been Indorsed
by history, fortified by fact and sustained by experience,

Two or three sentences of Mr. Hearst's editorial are worthy of
especial emphasis:
Our so-called war taxes, the burden of which was lately reimposed

n the country by Congress, are, as a matter of fact, not war taxes
at all. They are free-trade taxes,
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Tht-_r are the tax additions which invariably follow Democratic tarlff
reductions,
Soon, however, the European war must end. Then the full effect of
the Demgmtlc policy of unscientific tari® reduction will fall upon
our coun 3

We hav:ystlll to face the full and final results of Democratic folly
and fatuity, which will surely be upon us at the end of the European

w“\rf’!w should the Democrats in Congress not realize and admit that
a tarif for revenue and for protection is mot merely a Republican
policy—it is an Ameriean policy?

The country can not afford to have the Underwood tarift
operative for a single month after peace is declared. It was a
failure and a scourge before the war; it is a failure and a
menace to-day.

How did it fulfill the high hopes of its sponsors?

President Wilson said in his first address to Congress, April
8, 1013: :

forth must be effectlve
ml? c.tiglhg:,ctthoet ;ﬁgtt%gnotﬂﬁ?ﬂ&?c&%s byuc?ntest with the wits
of the rest of the world.

When the Underwood bill was signed by him October 2, 1913,
he said: A

I feel a very peculiar pleasure in what I have just done. I have
had the accomplishment of something - llke this at heart ever since I
was a boy.

Within a few weeks he is reported to have said to the Demo-
eratic national committeemen that the tariff was the only issue
that the Republican Party had.

While T de not admit the truth of this statement, I think
few Republicans would hesitate to take up the gauntlet thus
thrown down by the President. But the peint I wish to empha-
size is that the Underwood law, with all its direful results,
was no careless blunder;- it represents. the considered, final
jndgment of the leaders of the Democratic Party.

Senator Siaarons, who had charge of the bill in the Senate,
said (1) that it would prove adequate as a revenue producer
with an estimated surplus of revenue at the close of the fiseal
vear 1914 of $16,000,000 and at the close of the fiscal year 1915
of $18.000,000, and (2) that it “will cut down the cost of
living.”

Mr. Unperwoob, in charge of the bill in the House, expressed
hiniself similarly:

This law will do four things:

First. It will reduce the cost of living in the United States.

Second. Tt will not disturb the business of the country.

Third. It will increase our forelgn trade.

Fourth. It will collect revenue sufficlent to run the Government.

TLet us take up these points in order.

First. Has the Underwood law reduced the cost of living?
Both Mr. Uxperwoop and Speaker Crarx emphatically pre-
dicted it would. Every householder can answer this question
for himself.

The Democratic Party realized the importance of the problem.
Its 1912 platform says: ‘

The high cost of living is a serious problem in every American home;
and we assert that no substantial relief can be secured for the people
until import duties on the necessaries of life are mate y reduced.

Over TO per cent of our imports now enter duty free. The
average rate of duty is only 10 per cent. Nevertheless, where
is the cost of living to-day? Common sense gives a complete
answer, and scientifically assembled figures are at hand to
corroborate common sense. In the New York Times Annalist
appears weekly a “ cost-of-living” index number.

An index number is a means of showing fluctuations in the average

rice of a up of commodities. The Annalist index number shows

e finctuations in the average wholesale price of 25 food commodities
selected and arranged to represent a theoretical family's food budget.

For 1910 the index number was 137.

For 1911 the index number was 130.8.

For 1912 the index number was 142.9,

For 1913 the index number was 139.98.

For 1914 the index number was 146.07.

For 1915 the index number was 148.05.

In other words, the household supplies which are in daily
use upon the table of the average family and which cost in
1911, a Republican year, $1.81, cost last year, a Democratic
vear, $1.48. Was this increase due to the war? 1In 1914, a
Demoeratic year, during more than one-half of which peace
reigned, the figure was but 2 cents less—$1.46. These figures
for 1914 and 1915, as compared with the Republican year 1911,
represent percentages of increase, respectively, of 11.5 per cent
and 13 per cent,

Mr. SMITH of New York. Will the gentleman yield?

. Mr. ROGERS. I will.

Mr. SMITH of New York. In view of the artificial increase
in trade, the gentleman would hardly argue that the Underwood
tariff law has had a fair chance of operation or that these
prices are due in any way to the Underwood law?

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I should answer that ques-
tion in this way: I was rather inclined to think some one
would ask the question. The war broke out August 1, 1914.
For seven months of 1914 the world was at peace. Probably
for at least a month or two thereafter, namely, for the months
of August and September, no one would elaim that there was
any great fluctuation attributable to the war in the prices of
the foodstuffs in this country. Certainly for seven-twelfths of
the year 1914 there was no war at all, and therefore no pos-
sible effect from it upon the prices of our foodstuffs. Yet, as
I say, for 1914, taking the year as a whole, the index number
was 146, as compared with 148, the index number for 1915.
I think myself that the European war has not had very much
effect upon the cost of living in this country. It may be that
some gentlemen can not agree with me, but I have made some
study into that question, and that is my careful conclusion.

Second. Did the Underwood law disturb the business of the
country? This, again, is a matter of common knowledge and
common sense. I will, however, quote an expert's summary
of business conditions in 1914, before war burst over Europe: .

Let me summarize some of the features which marked our industrial
condition during the first year of the Underwood-Simmons law, fea-
tures which Presldent Wilson called " a state of mind.” Among them
are 18,280 fallares rlm-lgg the year 1914, the worst record in Elstury
in number, and exceed in amount of liabilities only by another
fateful Democratic year, 1893. Bank clearings, a fair measure of the
country's business, were near!{ $20, A 1 , or 11,1 per cent less
than they were in 1912, the last year of Republican administration.
Capital invested in new entﬂ?risea was less over $600,000,000 in
1914 than in 1913 and over $700,000,000 less than In 1912, Rallroad
gross earnings declined 4.4 per cent; Iron productlon, 25,3 per cent;
and copper deliveries, 15 per cent. Steel mills were reduced 40 per cent
of capacity; 380 per cent of the looms of our woolen mills were idle
on December 1:; and ecapital amounting to $41,000,000 invested in
cotton mills was unproductive. The importations of boots and shoes,
though still nof alarmingly large in amount, have more than doubled.
The importation of cotton cloths has increased S0 per cemt. England's
exports of woolens to the United States show the phenomenal increase
to 8219000 yards In 1914, as= compared with 2,190,000 in 1013,
while in the case of worsteds England’s shipments to the United States
were 32,790,000 yards, against only 9,218,000 in the preceding year.

The most careful surveys showed that where there was one man unem-
ployed in 1913-14 there were two unemployed during the winter of
1914-15. Without exaggeration, it was conceded by those famillar
with conditions that one out of every five bread winners was unem-

loyed. This unemgjlo'yment was concentrated in cities primarily, but

e small towns and villages also felt the shock and found it necessary
to organize rellef measures. T

An official canvass in Philadelphla showed 200,000 men unemployed ;
the house-to-house canvass of the Metropolitan Insurance Co. of its
policyholders in New York, thrifty people ordinarily, gave the basis for
an estimate of 857,000 men and women out of work in the entire
dtg. e labor organizations in New York City estimated that
472,102 were either out of work or on part time. In Chicago In Janu-
ary the municipal markets commission estimated 189,866 out of work.
A Cleveland survey in December showed 61,000 unemployed. The eity
charities in Philadelphia estimated that Philadelphia’s uncmployed
numbered 175,000,

Third. Has the Underwood law increased our foreign trade,
as its author predicted it would?

Prior to the war the total volume of foreign trade—imports
and exports combined—wns nearly as large as for the correspond-
ing months under a Republican tariff. But, as we have seen,
imports—made by European workmen—were vastly larger, and
exports—made by American workmen—were smaller in about
the same amount. The American workman was, therefore,
getting the short end in each The *“total-volume ™
basis of comparison is grossly misleading and utterly worthless
under these circumstances. Since the war our exports have
increased greatly, as we have seen, and our total volume of
trade with them. But, as Mr. McSweeney points out, this is in
no way attributable to the Underwood law.

Fourth. Has the Underwood law collected sufficient revenue
to run the Government, as its author promised?

I have already dealt somewhat with this topie, but a com-
plete answer involves study into the history of our Treasury
during the past two or three years.

At the outset, it may be stated that the majority members of
the Committee on Ways and Means, in their recent report recom-
mending the extension of the “ war tax,” themselves admit the
present dire straits of the Treasury. President Wilson, in his
address to Congress of August 4, 1914, when first recommending
the war tax, and again in his annual address delivered to the
Congress last month, recognizes the gravity of the situation.

Commenting on thesé statements, the minority members of
the Ways and Means Committee point out:

We, the minority members of the Ways and Means Committee, agree
with the ority that the Treasury of the United States is in a dis-
g tion, and that additional revenues must be ralsed to mect
the current e ses of the Government. We deny the statement of
the majority that the necessity for an emer%enc.g revenue law is due
mainly to conditions resulting from the war in Burope, and we assert
that the deficit is due mainly to reduced rates of duty on imports
provided for in the Underwood Tariff Act.

On tember 4, 1914, when the President of the Unlted States
dellvered his message to Congress urging the immedlate enactment of
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additional revenue ]eﬁisla.tion. he compared customs receipts for the
month of Aufm;t, 19153, when the Payne Tarlff Act was in effect, with
the month of August, 1914, when the Underwood Tariff Act was in
effect, and showed a loss in customs receipts of some flo 000,000. How-
ever, during the eight months %ceﬁlng the war in kurope customs
recefpts averaged but $22,200, per month, while the month of
August, 1913, produced $30,934,952. The loss in customs receipts was,
therefore, very evident prior to the war in Europe.

Contrary to the impression conveyed by the majority report, im-
ports at this time are not below normal. Imports for the elzzht months
ended November 1, 1915, amount to $1,203,452 608, an increase of
£56,000,000 over the corresponding eight months of 1913, when ade-
quate customs receipts were being collected by the Government. In
the table presented by the majority 1m?ortu for the recent months are
ignored completely. During this elght-month period, showm%aan in-
crease of imports of $56,000,000, the customs revenue receipts have de-
clined to the extent of $77,000,000. The average ad valorem rate of
dut{ collected on imports during the 1913 geriod was 18.4 cent, and
during the 1915 perfod it was 11.1 per cent. This is due the change
in revenue laws and not the war in Europe. It is interesting and
instructive to com%u.re importations and customs receipts for the
month of August, 1913 (the month on which the President based his
calculations showing the necessity of additional revenue), with the
month of August, 1915.

Imports, August, 1913
Im%r‘tﬂ. August, 1915

$137, 651, 553
141, 804, 202

Galn in imports 4,152, 649
f————— L

Customs recelpts, August, 1013 30, 934, 952
Customs recelgts, Aug:st. 1915 15, 780, b40
Loss in revenue. 15, 154, 412

Much of what is here quoted I have already discussed at
length, but the statement is so clear and pertinent that I think
it is worth including by way of summary.

But what are the facts as to the state of the Treasury? In
the financial analysis issued daily by the Secretary of the
Treasury appears an item, “ Net balance in the general fund.”
This shows the cash on hand which Uncle Sam ean use to pay
his bills for supplies, employees, and so forth., It corresponds
roughly with the checking account of an individual or a corpo-
ration:

July 1, 1914, the first day of the fiscal year, 1910, the
net balance was.
June 1, 1913, it was

A loss of over $130 000,000 in 11 months, or about
$12,000.000 a month.)

Ju.nle 30.t° 1915, owing to income-tax collections, it had
risen
September 30, 1915, it had shrunk to— - __

(A loss of about $14,000,000 per month, although, as
we have seen, our ‘mports were in excess of 1913 im-

ports.)

The press was full of warning articles, calling attention to
the gravity of the financial danger. These warnings appar-
ently got “under the skin” of Secretary McAdoo and “ some-
thing happened” in the Treasury that memorable night of
September 30, 1915. The time-honored method of showing our
financial status was abandoned, and the statement of October
1, 1915, to the unbounded surprise of all of us who were
watching with alarm our rapidly shrinking surplus, showed a
balance of $128,063,000. In other words, if the figures were to
be believed, we had “made” $87,000,000 overnight. Were we
really richer by that or by any other amount? Not at all. The
change was in bookkeeping; it was psychological, that is all.
There was not an additional dollar in the Treasury.

How was this change wrought? By two alterations in the
old method :

First. Funds turned over by the Treasury to the various
disbursing officers of the Government and made available for
payment by them of specific Government debts have always,
and rightly, been treated as actual payments. They are no
longer of any use to the Government, any more than the
amount is to us which is represented by a check which we have
drawn and sent to the payee. Secretary McAdoo in his state-
ment of October 1 ealmly treats these amounts as still assets
of the Treasury. He thus captures a neut little item of over
$61,000,000 and adds it to his * balance.” .

Second. Money paid in by national banks to retire their bank
notes has always been treated as a liability. It is deposited
for one specific purpose, and can not be applied to any other;
vet Secretary MecAdoo removes this fund, amounting to over
£23,000,000, from the liability side of this account and adds
that also to his * balance.”

I do not charge that Secretary McAdoo was dishonest in
apparently adding $87,000,000 to the Treasury by a stroke of
the pen. The true figures can still be deduced by careful
gerutiny from the statements in their present form. But I do
charge that the changes were made, not for financial reasons
but for political reasons. On December 17 last the able chair-
man of the Committee on Banking and Currency, Mr. Grass,
made an elaborate defense of Secretary McAdoo's course. Yet
he admitted that as to the second change above referred to—

I venture to think that trust funds should not be counted as available
Treasury funds—

$145, 835, 502
14, 000, 000

82, 025, 716
40, 898, 894

And as to the first change, that—

Should anybody ask a layman's opinion as to the proper
this account on the ledger, 1 would ge disposed to say that i
be segregated in the accounting as well as in fact.

And the expert whom he quotes in defense of the Secretary
concludes by saying:

When all has been said that can be said, it remains true nevertheless
that these repeated ch:mges by one administration after another In
the form and character of the debt and Treasury statements are dis-
turbing and highly objectionable, if for no other reason that they
render difficult comparisons with the past on an identical basis. 'The
lesson which the experience teaches would seem to be that the charac-
ter and contents of these statements ought to be &rescﬂbed by law so
as to render it impossible for each new head of the Treasury Depart-
ment to impose on the form of the statement his own ideas as to what
it should be.

Secretary MeAdoo’s formal announcement gives as the reason
ﬁor the changes that they are in order to make the statements

more intelligible and clearer to the public.” I think that
even the most ardent admirer of the Secretary would scarcely
claim that, made as they were made and when they were made,
they were either calculated to serve, or did serve, this laudable
purpose,

What has been the course of this inflated balance during the
last three and a half months? From $128,000,000 on October 1
it was $100,541,000 on January 16 last—a loss of $28,000,000
in three and a half months, or at the rate of $8,000,000 a month.
If the two disputed items—aggregating $83,000,000—were re-
moved from the balance shown in the January 16 statement,
there would remain as our true “net balance” but about
$17,000.000: as compared with the figure of $145,000,000 on July
1, 1914. Not all this $17,000,000 is regarded as “available” in
the sense that it can be readily used to pay our bills. Small
silver and other fractional currency and bullion have always
been deducted in determining our available balance. These
amounted, on January 16, to $27,000,000. So far as avail-
able funds went we had, with nearly six months of the fiseal
year yet to run, an actual deficit in the Treasury of $10,000,000.

A recent statement of Harvey S. Chase, certified public ac-
countant, who has in the past been employed as an expert by
Secretary McAdoo, may be of interest in this connection, al-
though dealing with a date last October, when conditions were
materially better than on January 16:

On Aungust 4, 1913, the “ free available bal ol
office and in banks was $106,793,571.44. Thlsmieino; tgh%e'l‘{lzgﬂsg{
as I was at work in the United States Treasury at that time, and the
form of statement from July 1, 1913, to Augunst 4, and for some time
later, was prepared under my personal supervision. * Subsidiary silver
coln,” *“gilver bnllion,” and * minor coln" were not included in the
balance of one hundred and six millions, as stated above. I have
compared the statement of August 4, 1913, with the statement of
Qﬂober 23, 1915, in which $30,472,159.60 of “ subsidiary silver coin,”

silver bullion,” and “minor coin” are Included in the balance.
This amount shounld properly be deducted from the stated balance.

On August 4, 1913, disbursing officers' balances, amounting to
$69.817.050.50, were included ﬂmonf the liabllitlies and the “national
bLank-notes redemption fund " was also included as a liability. It then
amounted to $20,760,883.50. Both these amounts were included as
liabilities at that time and they have been so included up to October 1,
1915, whereas on October 23, 1915, they are excluded, thereby inflating
the statéd balance,

I therefore certify that if the Daily statement of the United States
Treasury of October 23, 1915, hal been made up on the same basis
as that of August 4. 1913, the available balance in the Treasury would
now be exhibited as $3,517,027.21.

The statement of January 16 shows that the deficit for the
six months of the present fiscal year already amounts to over
$60,000,000. Yet we have had an income tax—estimated by its
authors to yield $82,000,000—in fact, yielding the first year
$28,000,000; a war tax, yielding about $80,000,000 a year;
and large imports capable of yielding a fair percentage in
customs. We have not even embarked upon our program of
national defense, so the deficit can not be charged to the * pre-
paredness ” movement.

Nevertheless our Treasury is in a bad way—practically bank-
rupt, indeed, as we have seen. It is a few dollars ahead of zero
one day, a few dollars behind zero the next. Can it be said
that Mr. UxpERwoop’s promise that his law would yield ample
revenue has been realized? ]

But it is important to know why the virtual bankruptey hag
come about. There are two ways by which a party can play
ducks and drakes with the finances of the country: First, by
decreasing the revenues, and second, by rolling up the expenses

‘We have seen, perhaps at sufficient length, just how and to
what extent the Democratic tariff has reduced revenues in
spite of the fact that imports were, during the war, of about
normal Republican volume. : ;

But how about our expenditures? The Democratic Party
came into power on a platform pledging it to striet economy.
Yet the Congress which died—unwept, unhonored, and unsung—
last March appropriated $177,000,000 more than any Republican
Congress in history., This is ancient history. I do not care

lace of
should
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to spend much time on it. I should, however, like to quote
the words of that able Democrat, the chairman of the Committee
on Appropriations [Mr. FITZGERALD] :

[CoxcrEssioNAL Recorp, 63d C‘ir!lﬁ:i ]2d sess., pp. 6503-6304, Apr. 10,

In a few months I shall be called upon in the discharge of my_offi-
cial duties to review the record that this Democratic House shall have
made in its authorization of the expenditure of the public moneys.
Whenever I think of the horrible mess that I shall be called upon to
present to the country on behalf of the Democratic Party I am tempted
to quit my place.

I‘} 1 placed my political fortunes above my sworn duty under the
law, I would not attempt to carry out the promises of the Democratic
platform, but I should place myself at the head of this band of Treas-
ury looters upon every occasion,

hey have unnecessarily piled up the public expenditures until the
Democratic Party is becoming the laughing stock of the country.

And also the forceful statement of his colleague on that com-
mittee [Mr. Sissox]:

[CoxgrEss1ONAL REcorp, 03d Cong., 2d sess., pp. 6200-6210, Apr. 3,
1914.]

We are writing ourselves down in the history of the country as being
the most outrageously and the most crimina lf extravagant Congress
that ever sat on the American Continent. gaid this in a speech
before, in {he last sesslon, and when I made that speech Members of
the Demosratic House came to me and asked me not to put it in
the Recorp, because it would be used b! the Republicans in their cam-
paign book. Let them use it. % * You may use that statement
now, gentlemen, because when Democrats get to be so violently ex-
travagant that it makes our record look bad as compared to the very
wicked record of the Re{:ublicana I must apologize to you Republicans
for having ever used the words * crimtnall{ extravagant ” in eriti-
clzing the appropriations that you made, for if that expression, * crimi-
nally extravagant” was proper to apply to you, my God, the English
language has never found an adjective sirong enough to apply to
Democratic extravagance,

It is, then, because of the combination of reduced revenue,
as a result of the applieation of low-tariff theories, and grossly
inflated expenditures that the Treasury finds itself in the worst
finaneial plight since the Civil War.

Extraordinary taxes will be levied, no doubt, more and more,
to meet. the legitimate increases of Army and Navy. Sound
financing of the program would require simply the elimination
of all useless extravagances and the resumption of a fair duty
on imports. If we do these two things, we need not continue
our vexatious war tax, and yet we shall have ample funds to
put into effect any reasonable preparedness program.

What do the estimates furnished at the convening of this
Congress indicate as to the expenditure policy of the adminis-
tration for the ensuing fiseal year? The Army and Navy esti-
mates naturally and properly show a very large increase over
last year's corresponding estimates. With this I have no fault
to find. But the striking and saddening feature of the situa-
tion is that the estimate of every department of the Govern-
ment shows a decided increase over that submitted to Congress
in December, 1914, in spite of the fact that those estimates were
at the time the largest in our history. The administration thus
indicates, by recommending increases aggregating some $45.-
000,000 outside the preparedness items, no disposition what-
ever to curtail the ordinary * household” expenses of the
Government, but, on the eontrary, an apparent determination to
plunge us still deeper into the financial quagmire. With a bank-
rupt Treasury, with customs revenues averaging only 10 per
cent on imports, the Democratic Party shows no intertion, no
desire even, * to cut the garment to the cloth,” but, instead, is
determined to rush headlong into wilder and more desperate
extravagances.

I am proud to number among my most valued friends very
many members of the Democratic Party both within and without
the House of Representatives. I accord to them the highest
virtue, sincerity, and patriotism; nevertheless, I believe that
certain of their economic doctrines are fundamentally mistaken
and pregnant with danger for the Nation. In saying this I think
I am not blinded by partisan bias; indeed, I am not stating my
belief as strongly as do certain eminent Democrats holding high
public office, some of whom I have already quoted in the course
of my remarks. Let me guote from another and very recent
speech of a distinguished and patriotic Democrat, Senator New-
1AnDs, of Nevada. Much of what I have said to-day might be
regarded as almost a paraphrase of his remarks. Speaking in
the Senate on January 11 (CoNGRESSIONAL RECOED, p. 921) he
said, in part:

Since the commencement of the Civil War, a perlod of 65 years, the
Democratic Party has been in power nationally only 11 years, and of
that period only 4 years consecutively, in every instance losing power as
the result of the fear or the resentment of the business classes with
their accompanying conditions of unemployment, which made most
potent with the workingman * the full-dinner-pail” argument and
caused ttl;em to reluctantly yield to the persuasion and coerclon of our
opponents.

We were in similar danger at the congressional election of 1914, a

1 by a
da.ngﬁr only a\ve‘rtz.-d ¥ u;e Europea‘? War & S

The realization that similar prudence would keep us out of European
complications saved the Democratic Party at the last election from the
defeat which would have surely come as the result of the general pros-
tratit:n of Imsin‘esa, popuh:rly attribluted to our economlc.legislating.

An Industrial and commercial depression has been experienced and
has been coterminous with Democratic control of legislation. It would not
do to charge this to the European war, first, becaunse that war, though
lr&urions to our production and trade in its inception, has gince become a
stimulant to production and export, and, second, because the commence-
ment of this depression antedates the Kuropean war and was contem-
poraneous with onr legislation regarding the tariff, banking, and trade.

The recent elections indicate that we will be in similar danger at
the coming presidential election, unless the European war continues, and
makes the President’s sagacious and firm handling of our foreign affairs
the overshadowing issue. But if that war soon comes to a close, and
the manufacture of munitions ends, and added to this source of unem-
ployment our markets now protected by the war from invasion are
overwhelmed by the cheap products of the nations just emerging from
war and eager to get back their gold, we may have not only an ag-
gravated industrial depression to meet, but a finaneial condition fruitful
of paralyzing caution. . Such conditions may make the election turn not
upon our foreign Policy but upon domestic economic conditions, and the
s rull.-dlnner‘pall ’ argumt:nt may a?in be pot‘ential. .

It is safe to say that the manufacturing, the banking, and the large
corporate interests are hostile to the Democratic Party, and that their
employees are also preparing to throw their weight against it simply
because its administration has not brought good times, but on the con-
trary'has. in th-eir judgmint, broug!:t bad ﬂmis. > it

Regarding the tari® my general vlew was that the reduction on
dutiable articles from an average of over 42 per cent to an average of
less than 25 ger cent was too great, taking away possibly the entire
m.argzn of pro E and even.more. o L o

=
The effect of the tariff legislation was what I feared it would be.
- - L] - - - -

While I accept my full share of responsibllity for the tariff bill, which T
with apprehension of immediate ill effect voted for, candor will not per-
mit me to assert, as many of its supporters do, that world-wide causes
were at the bottom of the Igeneral contraction of production following its
agitation and passage. It is an indisputable fact that the paralysis
eame before the European war was inaugurated, and that its causes were
mainly domestic,

Upon all the evidence, therefore, I am convinced that the rule
of the Democratic Party in national affairs is disastrous to the
country as a whole, and especially disastrous to a State like
Massachusetts, which, in part, I have the honor to represent
on this floor. I hase this assertion upon two broad grounds:

First. Because its tariff policy is suicidal for any industrial
population. Take the actual words of the Democratic platform
of 1912:

We declare it to be a fundamental principle of the Democratic Party
that the Federal Government, under the Constitution, has no right or
power to impose or collect tarif duties except for the purpose of
revenue.

In other words, its historic economic theory, again promul-
gated in 1912, is that revenue, and not reasonable protection,
should be the keynote of tariff making; that the European manu-
facturer should be actually encouraged to send to our markets
the products of his mills and factories. Let me show by two
recent illustrations what I mean. Secretary Redfield, as head
of the Department of Commerce, is charged with the supervision
of our foreign and domestic trade policy. In an official bulletin,
sent out last autumn under the Government frank to practically
every important newspaper in the United States, he says:

The Bwiss legation at Washington has advices from Berne that
manufacturers in Switzerland are anxious to supply the Christmas toy
trade of the United States, and the Bureau of IForelgn and Domestic
Commerce, of the Department of Commerce, has undertaken to assist in

ving orders placed. Some Swiss firms alone have produced hundreds
of new models in wood and pasteboard and more are being added daily.
A few of these samples which have reached Washington are skillfully
executed lit.hcrfmph soldiers of all the belligerent nations for the con-
struction of little armies by American children.

Toy making is a considerable and a growing industry in the
United States. The last census gives us the following statis-
ties concerning it:

Toys and games.
[Census of 1909.]

Massachu- United
setts. Btates.
Number of establishments...........cccvemimmnunannias 16
Total employed............ 1,143
Ml e aas 81,103, 506
Total expenses..... 5 564,
P o oy B o SR
Valueoféarnduct.................. -3 $1, 750, 739 £K, 264,135
Value added by manufacturing i992, 165 4,709,897

New York, Massachusetts, and Pennsylvania are the leading States
in the industry, dividing over onme-half the total production.

\While, of course, net one of our great industries, it gives em-
ployment already to over 5,000 men. It requires no great ex-
perience, technical knowledge, or capital to make Teddy bears,
rag dolls, or games. The industry is capable of being made
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one of the most productive and desirable in the country. Yet,
in anticipation of the Christmas season, Secretary Redfield
deliberately and officially states that the Swiss manufacturers—
quite naturally—are “anxious to supply the Christmas toy
trade of the United States,” and that, in view of this, his de-
partment * has undertaken to assist in having orders placed.”
Can you imagine this occurrence under a Republican administra-
tion? And if you can, can you conceive that a Republican Sec-
retary would boast of it? The Republican view is that our home
industries should be protected, if they need such protection, and
to the extent of their need, against foreign manufacturers,
whether in Switzerland, Germany, Great Britain, China, or
Japan.

Take another brilliant bit of advertising by Secretary Red-
field. In Commerce Reports dated November 4, 1915, it is said,
presumably with his approval :

Two visitors from Russia have nearly comﬁleted the organization of
a cooperative sales agency for promoting Russian interests. Their
efforts were materially assisted by the Bureau of Foreign and Domestie
Commerce.

Here it is “ Russian interests ” Secretary Redfield has “ mate-
rially assisted,” but the principle is the same as in the Swiss
case. I submit that it is not a safe or sound policy for the
American people,

Second. Democratic rule in national affairs is bad for an in-
dustrial State like Massachusetts, because the Democracy in
Congress is dominated by the South and because the point of
view of its leaders seems antagonistic fo the even reasonable
welfare of a manufacturing and mercantile population. I do
not make this statement lightly or in any desire to stir up sec-
tional disaffection. I make it on the authority of public utter-
ances of the leaders themselves. By way of illustration, let me
quote the familiar threat of the present majority leader, the
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. KrrcHIN] @

[CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD, 62d Cong., vol. 47, pt. 1, p. 279.]

We in the South intend to make the New HEngland mills come down
and put their mills there or else go out of business. [Applause.]

And also the more recent and very enlightening remark by
Mr. KrreHIN's unsuccessful rival for the majority leadership,
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Garser], who is so influential
on the Ways and Means Committee:

[Quoted from Boston Herald.]

We Democrats are in charge of the Honse, and I'll tell you right now
ewteri lt:o[;e one of those Yankees gets a ham I'm going to do my best to
B A =

Doubtless we should all agree that it is desirable and whole-
some to have two strong and fairly evenly balanced political
parties in national affairs, each vigilant to protect the country
as a whole from the mistakes or excesses of the other and each
entirely national and nonsectional in scope and attitude. It is
unfortunate that throughout the southern section of the country
there is really no minority party, and that the Democratic Party
reigns supreme. This situation tends to give rise fo the point
of view which I have just illustrated by quotations from two
southern Democratic, leaders. It is further illustrated by a
statement of the present Attorney General of the United States,
T. W. Gregory, of Texas:

The brutality and senselessness of the great wrong of reconstruction
ecan not be forgiven or forgotten. It welded every element of the South
into eternal opposition to a political party; it made adherence to that
party moral, soclal, and political treason; it made it impossible for us
to d{\'tdc on any issues onxpedlency, or even of right and wrong; and
to sum it all up, it made it impossible for a southern borm and bred
lcnhlﬁld::nvom the Republican ticket and go home and face his wife and

I have made a much longer speech than I had intended. Per-
haps it could all have been said in a sentence. Again I quote
from an eminent Democratic source, Senator JoEn SHARP WiL-
rrans, of Mississippi, the former leader of his party in this body :
[CoxGrESSIONAL Recorp, 63d Cong., 2d sess., p. 6381, Apr. 8, 1914.]

The poor, dear, old foolish Democratic Party is going through the
same e that she can be generally trusted to go through with soon
after she gets into power.

That is the Democratic Party; that is its history; that Is what led
old Tom Reed to say in 1894 and 1895 :

“You can not last long, because you are not accustomed to govern-
ing anybody or anything; you can not govern the country; you can not
even govern yourselves; you are incompetent.”

. [Applause.]

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I ask unan-
imous consent to extend my remarks in the Recorbp.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Pennsylvania? [After a pause.] The Chair
hears none

Mr. FLOOD, Mr. Chairman, I will ask the Clerk to read the
bill under the five-minute rule.

The bill was read.

The committee amendment was read, as follows:

That the appointment of the nine delegates by the Becretary of the
Treasury to represent the United States in the proceedings of the Inter-
national High Commission to be held in Buenos Aires, Argentina, dur-
ing the year 1918, in acecordance with the action of the First Pan
American Financial Conference, held in Washington during the year
1915, pursuant to the provisions of an act of Congress approved March
4, 1915, entitled “An act making appropriations for the Plomatic and
Consular Bervice for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1916," be, and the
same is hereby, approved and confirmed ; such delegates shall be known
as the United States section of the International High Commission and
shall cooperate with other sections of the commission in ta action
upon the recommendations of the First Pan American Finanecial Con-
ference; and the tary of the Treasury is authorized to fill any
vacancies that may occur in the United States section of said inter-
national commission,

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment
to the amendment: Strike out the words * Secretary of the
Treasury ” and insert the word “ President ” in line 17, page 2,
of the committee amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 2, line 17, amend the committee amendment by striking out the
words ** Secretary of the Treasury " and insert in lieu thereof the word
“ President.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do
now rise and report the pill as amended to the House with the
recommendation that the amendments be agreed to and that the
bill as amended do pass.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. RusserLr of Missouri, Chairman of the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re-
ported that that committee had bad under consideration the bill
H. R. 8235, and had directed him to report the same with sundry
amendments, with the recommendation that the amendments ba
agreed to and that the bill as amended o pass.

The SPEAKER. Is there a separate vote demanded on any
amendment? If not, the Chair will put them in gross.

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

On_motion of Mr. Froop, a motion to reconsider the vote by
which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

IMPEACHMENT OF H. SNOWDEN MARSHALL.

Mr. WEBB. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer the following
privileged resolution.

The SFEHAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina offers
a privileged resolution, which the Clerk will report. -

The Clerk read as follows :

House resolution 110.

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiclary in continning their
consideration of House resolution 90 be authorized and empowered to
send for persons and papers, to subpena witnesses, to adminlster oaths
to such witnesses, and take their testimony.

The sald committee is also authorized to appoint a subcommittee to
act for and on behalf of the whole committee wherever it may be deemed
advisable to take testimony for sald committee. In case such subcom-
mittee is appointed it shall have the same powers in respect to obtainin
testimony as are herein given to the Committee on the Judiciary, wit
a sergeant at arms, by self or deputy, who shall attend the sittings
of such subcommittee and serve the process of same,

In case the Committee on the Judlclary or a subcommittee thereof
deems it necessary it may employ such clerks and stenographers as
are required to carry out the authority given in this resolutlon, and
the expenses so _incurred out of the contingent fund of

the House.
ker of the House of Representatives shall have authority te

The 8§
gign, and the Clerk thereof to attest, su nas for witnesses, and the
em,

Sergeant at Arms or a deputy shall serve
Mr. WEBB. Mr. Speaker——
Mr. GARRETT. - Mr. Speaker——
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from

Tennessee rise?

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I would not wish this resolu-
tion to go through as a privileged resolution. I am in favor
of the resolution, but I co not desire it to go through as privi-
leged, and I suggest to the gentleman that he ask unanimous
consent. ;

Mr. WEBB. If the Speaker does not thinl it is privileged,
of course, I will ask unanimous consent for its present con-
sideration.

Mr. GARRETT. I am not even making a point of order,
but merely suggesting this to the gentleman from North Caro-

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nerth Carolina asks
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the reso-
lution just-read. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.
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Mr. WEBB. Mr. Speaker, I want to say to the House that
the Committee on the Judiciary has had under consideration
House resolution No. 90, which was referred to that committee
probably some 10 days ago. The committee has not come to
any conclusion yet on the resolution, but feels that it should
ask the House for the authority to subpena some witnesses
before it that might throw some light upon the charges made.
The resolution was unanimously adopted by the Committee on
the Judiciary to-day, and T trust that it may pass and that the
committee may secure the authority, which it will immediately
exercise,

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu-
tion.

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to.

ADDITION AT PAGE.

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, T ask unani-
mous consent for the present consideration of the resolution
which I send to the Clerk's desk.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr.
HusmpHREYS] asks unanimous consent for the present consid-
eration of the resolution which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

House resolution 111.

Kesolred, That the Doorkeeper be, and he is hereby, anthorized and
directed to appoint an additional page for the remainder of the present
session, to be paid for out of the contingent fund of the House, at a
salary of $75 per month.

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to objeet, will the gentleman
explain what is intended by this?

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. The purpose of this reso-
lution is this: One of our colleagues, as we know, suffers under
the terrible misfortune of being blind, and it is the purpose of
this resolution to ereate this additional page, who will be
assigned to him to go with him to and from his office and about
the Capitol here, in order to aid him in attending to his public
duties. There are not sufficient pages on the roll now to have
one of them detailed for his exclusive use, and this resolution
is intended to serve that particular purpose.

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will permif, when the session
commenced T asked the Doorkeeper fo furnish a page to the
rentleman from Minnesota [Mr. ScHant] in the House when-
ever it was desired, and that has been done. But it does not
answer the necessity. 1 quite agree with the gentleman from
AMississippi that it would be very proper for the House to pro-
vide the additional page for the gentleman from Minnesota.
~ The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The

Chair hears none. The question is on agreeing to the resolu-
tion,

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Spenker, I make the point of order that
there is no quornm present.

ADJOURN MENT.

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, T move that the House do now
adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 33
minufes p. m.) the House adjourned until Friday, January 28,

1916, at 12 o'clock noon.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows:

1. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
copy of a communication of the Secretary of the Navy of the
25th instant, submitting a supplemental estimate of appropria-
tion amending his estimate on page 77 of the Annual Book of
Estimates for the fiscal year of 1917, under the title “ Salaries,
office of the Secretary of the Navy " (H. Doec. No. 623) ; to the
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

2. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans-
mitting copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy,
submitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation in the sum
of $32,475 required under the Naval Establishment for the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1917, for improving the water supply at
the naval training station, San Francisco, Cal. (H. Doc. No.
624) ; to the Committee on Naval Affairs and ordered to bhe
printed.

3. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a
letter from the Chief of Engineers, reports on preliminary ex-
amination and survey of New York Harbor, N. Y., between
Staten Island and Hoffman Island (H. Doe. No. 625) ; to the
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed,
with illustrations.

4, A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a
letter from the Chief of Engineers, reports on preliminary ex-

amination and survey of harbor at Green Bay, Wis.. with a
view to securing a channel depth of 21 feet (H. Doc. No. 626) ;
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be
printed, with illustration.

5. A letter from from the president of Washington & 0Old
Dominion Railway, submitting report of the Washington & Old
Dominion Railway for the 12 months ending December 31,
1915 (H. Doe. No. 627) ; to the Committee on the District of
Columbia and ordered to be printed.

6. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a
letter from the Chief of Ingineers, report on preliminary ex-
amination of Hatchee River, Tenn. (H. Doc. No. 628) ; to the
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed,
with illustrations.

T. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary ex-
amination of East Branch of the Yantic River, Conn., from its
junction with the Thames River to some point about 2,500
feet northerly to provide a channel of 14 feet in depth, to In-
clude this part of the Yantic River in the Thames River project,
and to provide for the closing of the West Branch of the Yantic
River (H. Doe. No. 629); to the Committee on Rivers and
Harbors and ordered to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS,

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev-
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and
referred to the several ealendars therein named, as follows:

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky, from the Committee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 8810)
to amend an act relating to the Public Utilities Commission of
the District of Columbia, approved March 4, 1913, reported
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 80),
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar.

He also. from the same committee, to which was referred
the bill (H. R. 9) to authorize the closing of part of Forty-
first Street NW., in the District of Columbia, and for other
purposes, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by
a report (No. 81), which said bill and report were referred to
the House Calendar.

Mr. CARAWAY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to
which was referred the bill (H. R. 61) to amend section 260 of
the Judicial Code, reported the same without amendment, ac-
companied by a report (No. 82), which said bill and report
\\;-:':e 11;!"9:{:'91] to the Committee of the Whole House on the state
0 e nion.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIT, the Committee on Pensions was
discharged from fhe consideration of the bill (H. R. 29635)
granting a pension to Louis J. Shepard, and the same was re-
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. WILSON of Florida: A bill (H. R. 10222) releasing
the claim of the United States Government to that portion of
lund, being a fractional block, bounded on the north and east by
Bayou Cadet, on the west by Cevallos Street, and on the south
by Intendencia Street, in the old city of Pensacola, Fla.; to the
Committee on the Public Lands.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10223) releasing the claim of the United
States Government to lot No. 306, in the old city of Pensacola,
Fla.; to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. PRATT : A bill (H. R. 10224) to provide for the erec-
tion of a public building at Bath, N. Y.; to the Committee on
Publie Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. LLOYD (by request) : A bill (H. R. 10225) to estab-
lish a national flexible currency ; to the Committee on Banking
and Currency.

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 1022G) to repeal all
civil-service laws in so far as they apply to the office of Super-
vising Architeet of the Treasury and employees thereof; to the
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10227) to fix the period of residence in the
United States necessary to entitle one of foreign birth to the
rights of American citizenship; to the Committee on Immigra-
tion and Naturalization.

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10228) pro-
viding for the erection of a suitable memorial to John Fiteh;

to the Committee on the Library.
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By Mr. LITTEPAGE: A bill (H. R. 10229) to provide for
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon
at Webster Springs, W. Va.; to the Committee on. Publie
Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. MURRAY : A bill (H. R. 10230) conferring jurisdic-
tion on the Court of Claims to hear, determine, and render
judgment in claims of the Iowa tribe of Indians against the
United States; to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R. 10231) to amend sections
21 and 31 of the act entitled “An act to amend and consolidate
the acts respecting copyright™ approved March 4, 1909; to the
Committee on Patents.

By Mr. KINCHELOE: A bill (H. R. 10232) appropriating
$50,000 to improve the Ohio River, build and construct a levec
at Uniontown, Ky.; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. SUMNERS: A bill (H. R. 10233) for the establish-
ment of an arsenal and munition-manufacturing plant at Dallas,
Tex., and for other purposes; to the Committee on Appropria-
tions,

By Mr. HERNANDEZ: A bill (H. R. 10234) authorizing the
State of New Mexico to convey to the United States lands in the
national forests in said State and select other lands therefor;
to the Committee on the Publie Lands.

Also, a bill (H., R. 10235) for the construction of a perma-
nent highway across the Mescalero Indian Reservation in New
Mexico, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Indian
Affairs.

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER : A bill (H. R. 10236) to author-
ize national banking associations to avail themselves of State
laws providing for the guaranteeing of deposits; to the Com-
mittee on Banking and Currency.

Also, a billl (H. R. 10237) requiring railroads engaged in
interstate traffic to move freight trains carrying live stock at a
certain speed as a minimum; to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 10238) granting the consent
of Congress to Interstate Bridge Co. to construct a bridge
across Mississippi River; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. CARAWAY: A bill (H. R. 10239) to aid in the pro-
tection of the banks of White River at three points in the State
of Arkansas; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. STEPHENS of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 10240) pro-
hibiting the clearance or entry of United States or foreign ships
at any port of the United States when citizens of the United
States are carried as passengers on ships whose cargo consists
wholly or in part of contraband of war; to the Committee on
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. KREIDER: A bill (H. R. 10241) for the relief of
certain officers of the Army and Navy in connection with the
construetion of the Panama Canal; to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs,

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 10242) to readjust railway
mail pay based on an annual weighing of mail and on space
occupied in mail apartment cars, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (H. R. 10243) extending the benefits
of the general pension laws to the members of the Eighth,
Twentieth, Twenty-sixth, Twenty-seventh, Twenty-eighth,
Twenty-ninth, Thirtieth, Thirty-first, Thirty-second, and Thirty-
third Regiments, the several batteries of Artillery, the several
troops of Cavalry, and the several independent companies which
comprised the Pennsylvania Volunteer Militia, otherwise known
as the “emergency men,” who were called into service by the
President of the United States of America, oflficered by United
States officers, and sworn info the service of the United States
for an indefinite period, the same as if they had been in the
service of the United States for a period of 90 days or more; to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. KALANTANAOLE: A bill (H. R. 10244) to amend an
act entitled “An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws re-
lating to the judiciary,” approved March 3, 1911; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. TILSON: A bill (H. R. 10245) to provide for special
tools and fixtures necessary for the immediate manufacture of
arms, ammunition, and equipment in time of war; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. TIMBERLAKE: A bill (H. R. 10246) authorizing the
addition of eertain lands to the Colorado National Forest, Colo. ;
to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. MCLEMORE : Resolution (H. Res. 109) that the set-
tlement of the Mexican question be left to those States of the
Union that are contiguous to Mexico; to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs.

By Mr. IGOE (by request) : Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 120)
in reference to the employment of enlisted men in competition
with local civilians; to the Committee on Labor,

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 10247) granting a pension to
Sarah L. Sheaff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BEALES (by request) : A bill (H. R. 10248) to cor-
rect the military record of Charles P. Kibler; to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

By Mr. BORLAND: A bill (H. R. 10249) for the relief of
glluie Springs (Mo.) Baptist Church; to the Committee on War

aims.

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 10250) for the relief of
Thomas Aurand; to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. CARAWAY: A bill (H. R. 10251) authorizing the
Kansas City & Memphis Railway & Bridge Co. to make settle-
ment with Crittenden County, Ark., and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. CARY : A bill (H. R. 10252) granting an increase of
pension to Frank Kubacki; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. CASEY: A bill (H. R. 10253) granting a pension to
Rebecca Eldridge; to the Commitiee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10254) granting a pension to Sophia
Freeby ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. COPLEY : A bill (H. R. 10255) for the relief of David
Kirch ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10256) for the relief of B. F. Pearsall; to the
Committee on Claims,

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 10257) to correct the military
record of John W. Parsons ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. DAVENPORT : A bill (H. R. 10258) granting an in-
crease of pension to H. Veatch; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10259) granting an increase of pension to
John F. Brittain; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10260) granting an inecrease of pension to
Alonzo O. Cody ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10261) granting a pension to John W,
Harmon; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr, DOUGHTON: A bill (H. R, 10262) for the relief of
the estate of James H. Newland ; to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10263) for the relief of the estate of Joel -
W. Dyer; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. FARR: A bill (H. R. 10264) granting a pension to
Hayden E. Evans; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. FOSTER : A bill (H. R. 10265) granting an increase of
pension to Robert E. Benson; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. GANDY: A bill (H. R. 10266) granting a pension to
Gertrude Hunter ; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10267) granting a pension to Abraham M.
Reams; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. GOODWIN of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 10268) grant-
ing an increase of pension to John R. Greenwood; to the Com- -
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. GREEN of Towa: A bill (H. R. 10269) granting a
pension to John Weigart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. GUERNSEY : A bill (H. R. 10270) granting a pension
to Mary Miller ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. HERNANDEZ : A bill (H. R. 10271) to correct the mili-
tary record of Juan Epomoseno Espinosa; to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky : A bill (H. R. 10272) granting
a pension to Dora Hoffman; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10273) granting an increase of pension to
Joseph M. Ferguson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. KEY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 10274) granting an in-
crease of pension to Norman Messenger; fo the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LANGLEY : A bill (H. R. 10275) for the allowance of
certain soldiers’ claims growing out of service in the Army,
reported by the Court of Claims, known as three months’ pay
claims ; to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R, 10276) granting an increase of
pension to-Samuel B. McPheeters; to the Commitiee on Pensions.

By Mr. LINTHICUM: A bill (H. R. 10277) to authorize the
President to appoint Col. L. Mervin Maus fo the grade of briga-
dier general in the United States Army and place him on the
retired list; to the Committee on Military Affairs,
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By Mr. LITTLEPAGH: A billl (H: R! 10278)" granting an:in-
crease of pension. to Isaae R. Nichols; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LOUD+: A bill (H! R 102T9) granting a: pensiom: to
Emma Sheldon Jones; to the Committee on: Invalid: Pensions..

By Mr. McCLINTIC: A bill (H. R. 10280) granting' an. ins |-

crease of pension to Celumbus W. Dennell; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. McKENZIE: A bill (H. R. 10281) granting a pension to
Mary E. Ruble; to-the Committee oniInvalid Pensions.

By Mr. PRATT: A bill (H. R, 10282) granting an increase of
pension to John Brown ; to the Committee on Pensions:

By Mr. REAVIS: A bill (H. R. 10283) granting an. increase
of pension to Joseph €. ¥utzy; to the Committee on' Imvalid
Peénsions.

By Mr. REILLY : A bill' (H. R. 10284)' granting an increase
of ' pension: to Eliza Crippen; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions. y

By Mr. RIORDAN: A bill (H. R. 10285): for the relief' of the
Ninth Avenue Railroad Co., of the city of New York; N. Y.; to
the Committee on Claims,

Also, a bill' (H! R: 10288) for the relief of the Sixth Avenue
Railroad Co., of New York City, N. Y.; te the Committee on
Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10287) for the relief of the Twenty-third
Street Railway Co., of the city of New York; N. Y.; to the Com-
mittee on: Claims:

Alse, a bill (H. R. 10288) for the relief of the Forty-second
Street and Grand Street Ferry Railroad Co., of New York City,
N. Y.; to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H: R. 10289) for the relief of the Broadway and
Seventh Avenue Railroad Co., of New York City, N. Y.; to the
Committee on Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 10290) for the relief of the Eiglith Avenue
Rairoad Co.,. oft New York City, N. Y.; to the Committee on
Claims:

By Mr. RUSSELL of ' Missouri : A bill' (H: R. 10291) granting a

to Bmma: B; Mitchell;, to the Committee: on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. SMITH of Minnesota: A bill' (H. R. 10292) granting
an increase of pension to Eleanor Stahler; to the Commitiee: on
Invalid: Pensions:.

Also, a bill (H: R. 10293) granting an increase of pension to
Amne E. Nolan; to: the Committee on: Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SWEET : A bill (H. R. 10294): granting an increase of
pension to.Jolin B. Kerr; to the Committee on Invalid- Pensions.

Also; a bill: (H. R. 10295): granting an inerease :off pension: to
Minerva Lavine; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions:.

By Mr. VARHE: A bill (H. R. 102968) to correct!the lineal: and
relative rank of Capt: Thomas J. Leary; Medieal Corps; United
States Army ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. WHEEEER: A bill (H. R. 1020T) granting an! in-
crease: of pension to: William: Mullen; to. the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr: WILLIAMS of’ Ohio: Al bill (H. R. 10298) for the
relief of Joho W. Walsh; to the Committee on: Claims..

By: Mr. WILSON' of Florida: A: billl (H. R. 10299) for the
relief” of the estate of Johm G. Smith; to: the Committee on
Claims.

By Mr. WINGO: A bill (H. R. 10300) granting a pension to
George W. Oblisk; to:the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. WOOD of Indiana: A billl (Hi R. 10301) granting a
pension- to- Martha J. Shallenberger; to. the- Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H: R. 10302) granting a pension to- George F.
Harter; to the Committee on Inwvalid. Pensions..

PHTITIONS, BETCO.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXIT, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. ASHBROOK : Evidence:to accompany House bill 9629,
for the relief of Susan K. Nash; to the Committes on- Invalid
Pensions..

Also, evidence to accompany. House bill: 8052, for the relief of
John Toothman; to:the Committee on Invalid: Pensions..

Also, evidence to accompany House bill. 6938, for the relief of
William €. Johnson; to the Committee on Imvalid Pensions,

By Mr. BEALES: Petition of citizens. of Hanover, Pa., and
O'Neil Silk Co., favoring tax on. dyestuffs; to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of ' Philadelphia: Wholesale Lumber Dealers’
Assoeiation and' Southern Transportation: Co., of Philadelplia,
Pai, favoring passage of' the Small bill; regulating compulsory

pilothges on:barges; to the Committee on Interstate and For=
eign Commerce.

. By’ Mr. BRUCKNHR :* Petition: of Henry Street Settlement,
New: Yorl, fivoring passage of the child-labor bill; to the Com-~
mittee on Labor:.

Also, petitiom of Buffalo) Chamber of Commerce, relative to
survey, of: the: entrance to Buffalo River; to the Committee om
‘Rivers and Harbors:

Also, petition.of. Central Merchants’ Asseciation and: Néw Yorla
Board:of: Trade and! T ion, relative to curtailment: of
mail deliveries in: New York City; to the Committee on:the Pbst
Office: and: Postr Roads:

Also;. petition. oft John: Kraemer, of Springfield; Mass., pro=
testing against Federal censorship of motion pietures; to the
Committee on Education.

By Mr. CARY : Memorial of port cities of Lake Michigan and
Green Bay against tlie continued diversion of the waters of Lake

Michigan into: the Sanitary Drainage Canal at Chicago: to the -

Committee on; Rivers and Harbors.

Also, memorial: of: Kenosha: €ounty, Equal' Suffrage: League;,
favoring the Keating-Owen: bill;, to: the Committee on: Labor:

By Mr. COOPER: of Wisconsin: Petition of Hough. Shade Cors
poration,, of Janesville; Wis:, favoring tax:on: dyestuffs; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.,

By Mr. CAMPBELL.: Petitions of depositors in the banks:of
Kansas, agaibst revenue: stamps: o bank checks; to. the Coms
mittee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. ELSTON: Memorial. of Qakland Chamber: of Coms
merce, favoring appropriations for new- vessels, etc, in the

United States Coast and Geéodetie Survey; to the Committee on

Appropriations.

By Mr. EMERSON¢: Petitions of grape- growers: of northerm
Ohio, against passage of House: bill' 6036; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. BESCH: Petition of Robert: Engelke and 21 others of
La Crosse, Wis., favoring passage of the Burnett immigration
bill; to the Commitiee on Immigration-and.Naturalization.

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Ohicago Federation of Musicians;
favoring: permanent: tariff' commission: to: the Committee on
Ways and Means,

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: Memerial: of William: Suggett
and! 70’ other citizens of Salemy Ohio, in:fivor of printing report
of testimony of Industrial: Commission; to. the Committee on
Printing:.

By Mr. HOWELL: Petition.of Clifton Plerce, of: Springville;
Utah, against Federal censorship of motlon pictures: to the
Committee on Edtication.

Also, memorial: of Salt Lake (Utah) Free Kindergarten and
Neighberhood: Association, favoring child-labor- bill ; to: the Coms
mittee on. Labor:.

By Mr: KENNEDY of Rhode Island: Petition of the Provis
dence (R: L)' Chamber- of Commerce; favoring extension of
appropriation to continue the purchase of Faderal forest reserves
in New England and southern: Appalachians; to the Committee
on Agriculture:

Also, petition: of Rhode Island’ State Branch of Ameriean
Federation: of’ Laber, favoring passage of® House bill 6871, rela-
tive: to convict laber; to:the Committee: on: Labor.

Also, memorial of New England Shoe and/Leather Associntion;
favoring: creatiom of' tariff board; to thei Committee on Ways
and' Means..

By Mr. KIESS of Pennsylvania: Petitions of citizens of
Coudersport, Pa:, against national defense; to the Gommittee-on
Military Affairs.

By Mr. LEWIS: Resolutions by Division No. 572, Amalga~
mated Association. of' Street and Hlectri¢ Railway Fmployees of
Ameriea, of Frostburg, Md:, protesting against tlie tax on. oleo-
margarine; to the'Committee on - Ways and Means.

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Memorial of Philadelphia
Board of Trade, against passage of Senate bill 3055, relative to
appointment of clerks: off United States:court; to the Committee
on the Judieiary:

- By Mr. MORIN: Petition off Woman’s: Alliance of First Unis
tarian Church of Pittsburgh, Pa., favoring passage of the child!
labor bill; to the Cémmittee on Labor.

Also, petition: of’ Henry Gross; of Pittsburgh, Pa., favoring
embargo on munitions; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs:

Also (by request): Petitions of Henrico Luamber Co:, I’hila-
delphia Wholesale: Lumber Dealers’ Association; and' Sonthern
Transportation Co., all of Philadelphin, Pa., favoring passage of
bill relative to compulsory pilotage on barges; to tlie’ Committee
on Interstate and' Foreign Commerce.

By ' Mr. NOLAN: Resolutions of the California Development
Board, San Francisco, CGall, favoring remedial’' legislation im
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behalf of the oil industry of the State of California; to the Com-
mittee on the Public Lands.

Also, resolutions of the Pacific Fisheries Society, Portland,
Oreg., favoring increased appropriations for the United States
Bureau of Fisheries; to the Committee on Appropriations.

Also, protest of the Granite Cutters’ International Associa-
tion of America, against the action of the Treasury Department
in prohibiting the use of granite in the construction of public
buildings in loealities where the postal income is less than
$800,000; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, protest of the Associated Theatrical Managers of San_

Francisco, Cal., against the continuance of the war-revenue tax
as applied to allied theatrical industries; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. PATTEN: Petition of sundry piano manufacturers
of New York City and vicinity, in favor of the Stevens bill; to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. PRATT: Memorial of M. D. Foster, Willis Strows,
J. M. Willlams, D. C. Howell, E. D. Wickham, Mrs. A. B.
Arnold, L Price, Mrs. W. M. Hall, Clinton Neal, R L. Dodds,
Mrs. L. Price, Mrs. George Faulkner, Mrs. A. 8. Whalen, Mrs.
Willis Strows, Mrs. Belle Dunham, Mrs. James Jennings, Mrs.
0. Magee, O. Magee, H. G. Barber, Rev. Z. Evans, A. M.
Phelps, Keturah Evans, T. Otis Price, Mrs., A. R. Brown, Gladys
Foster, Kathryn Price, Ida Foster, W. K. Mulligan, 8. C. Ben-
son, R. W. Neal, L. W. Fink, E. E. Seitz, Charles Bowers, G. A.
Kepler, B. A. Hefkins, J. M. Kreider, Charles Leonard, D. C.
Howell, G. A. Snyder, David Love, Silas Mead, R. W. Neal, L. S.
Bailey, John D. Wilson, F. E. Harris, Tracy Leonard, Esther
Houseworth, Christiana A. Sears, Julin M. Kopkie, Howard
Howell, Joseph Kopkie, Clarence Matthews, Emmett Weavers,
Laurence Riegel, Mrs. A. M. Phelps, Dorothy Magee, Helen
De Mun, Freda Kratsley, Hope Williams, Ralph Dean, Harry
Cassidy, Claude Sirrini, Osborn Smith, Ralph Wilson, Bernice
Dean, H. D. Johnson, W. M. McCoy, Emma Johnson, Ilah
Evans, J. M. Dean, Helen Johnson, Mrs. Clara Conover, H.
Conover, Mrs. Howard H. Johnson, Mrs. Jessie Kelley, Helen
Stilwell, Mrs. Osborn Smith, Mrs. George Case, Maude McCoy,
Howard Johnson, and G. J. Case, all of Burdett, N. Y., favor-
ing the passage of the Smith-Hughes bills for the national
censorship of moving pictures; to the Committee on Education.

Also, memorial of Claude W. Weaver, Walter Kaubisch, E. I
Kelley, Mark Bernt, William W, Arland, Roger S. McAvoy, H. O.
Warns, John Fahey, J. M. Franz, G. J. Seibel, Jacob Aker, Frank
Gottfried, W. F. Hilk, Julius Schneider, John J. Illig, Frank
Sidoti; H. J. Middagh, Frank Gaiss, Fred Vollgraf, C. E. Githler,
John McGannon, Charles Gaiss, T. B, Dowling, Edward Gerber,
Joseph Gaiss, James A, Gurnsey, Victor Schosger, John Henry,
R. Sarter, G. T. Miles, Charles Miles, A. Kretschmann, Nicholas
Drouard, Arthur Fermer, Nels Person, Isidor Bleichner, J, Peter
Nockel, August Stenger, Jules Skwerer, Fred Kinch, John Ward,
W. S. Holmes, F, E. Cilley, Carl Johnson, Adrian Krebs, G. A.
Mayer, Frank Mayer, George Black, Arthur Rooney, John Cun-
ningham, L. J. Cahill, W. T. Scholz, and John Huonker, all of
Corning, N, Y., favoring an embargo upon further shipments of
war material ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. RAINEY : Petitions of merchants of the twentieth con-
gressional district of Illinois, favoring a tax on mail-order
houses ; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. REILLY : Petitions of business men of sixth district
of Wisconsin, favoring tax on mail-order houses; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. ROWE: Petition of Theatrical Protective Union, New
York, relative to tax on theaters; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

Also, memorial of public forum, Church of Ascension, New
York, favoring child-labor bill; to the Committee on Labor.

By Mr., SMITH of Michigan: Memorial of Gilbert Lodge, No.
240, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and Engineers, Jack-
son, Mich., favoring retirement with compensation for Federal
employees ; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service.

By Mr, STINESS: Papers to accompany bill (H. R. 10202)
granting an increase of pension to Hannah Sweet; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, papers to accompany bill (H. R. 10203) granting an
increase of pension to Emily P. Stevens; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SNELL : Petition representing 600 people of the Cen-
tenary Methodist Episcopal Church, of Malone, N. Y., for the
establishment of a motion-picture commission ; to the Committee
on Eduecation.

By Mr. TINKHAM : Petition of American Federation of Labor,
protesting against repeal of the seamen's law ; to the Committee
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries,

By Mr. WASON : Petition of Hart & Shepard, Shakers, of East
Canterbury, N. H., favoring tax on dyestuffs; to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

By Mr. WINSLOW : Petition of Peter Wood Dyeing Co., of
Worcester, Mass., favoring tax on dyestuffs ; to the Committee on
Ways and Means,

SENATE.

Frivay, January 28, 1916.

The Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the
following prayer :

Almighty God, we have come upon times in our national life
and in the world life when we are driven to Thee for aid. An
inheritance of honor and manhood makes us unafraid in conflict
with men. Death has no alarm to us if it is the price of honor.
We fear lest we should stand apart from Thee. Thy will is
supreme. Thy law is over all.

‘We believe that Thou hast given to us a voice and a mission
and a power among the nations of the earth. We pray Thee to
lay tribute upon these that we may fulfill the Divine plan in us.
Guide us this day in the discharge of the duties that are before
us. For Christ’'s sake. Amen,

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved.

ARMY POSTS (8. DOC. NO. 261).

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate
a communication from the Secretary of War, which will be
read.

The Secretary read as follows:

WAR DEPARTMENT,
Washington, January 27, 1916,
Hon. Jaues M. BAKER,
Secretary Senate of the United States, Washington, D. C.

DeARr SIR: Referring to resolution by the Senate of the 6th Instant,
that the Secretary of War furnish to the Senate, if not incompatible
with the gll.tblic interests, certain information with reference to Army

sts in the United States, I have the honor to transmit herewith-

etailed information covering the first four items of the information
requested. As to the fifth and sixth items, I am not now prepared
to make specific recommendations on this subject, as the passage of
sn{ of the bllls now before Congress looking to an increase in the
Military Establishment would probably require the use of all Army
posts now available,
Very sincerely, LIXDLEY M. GARRISON,
Beeretary of War.

Mr. KENYON. I should like to inquire if this report will
be published in the REcorp.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair was just inquiring of
the clerks at the desk the Senator who offered the resolution.

Mr. KENYON. I offered the resolution.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair would inquire of the
Senator from Iowa what is his desire as to the committee to
which it shall be referred?

Mr. KENYON. I ask that it be published in the Recorp.

The VICE PRESIDENT. And referred to any committee?

Mr. KENYON. I think not.

Mr. SMOOT. Would not the printing of it as a public docu-
ment do just as well, rather than to have the Recorp cumbered?

Mr. KENYON. I would prefer that, but I thought it might be
more economical to publish it in the Recorp. I ask that it be
printed as a public document.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the communica-
tion and accompanying papers will be printed as a publie docu-
ment, and not in the REcorp.

COMMERCIAL FERTILIZERS AND COTTON PRODUCTION (8. DOC. NO, 262).

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communieca-
tion from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting, in response
to a resolution of the 11th instant, a statement relative to the
amount of commercial potash, nitrogen, and phosphoric acid
available for fertilizer purposes, which was referred to the
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be
printed.

REPORT OF THE NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES.

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual
report of the National Academy of Sciences for the year ended
December 31, 1915, which was ordered to lie on the table.
REPORT OF WASHINGTON & OLD DOMINION RAILWAY (H. DOC. NO. 627).

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual re-
port of the Washington & Old Dominion Railway for the year
ended December 31, 1915, which was referred to the Committee
on the District of Columbia and ordered to be printed.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by J. C. South,
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill
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